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1 
ican people in the defense of their country, I in- | 
ded to deny the assertion, (asevery man within | 
— sound of my voice knows it has beemasserted | 
aie and again, in every part of this country, for | 
certain political purposes, ) that we owed our in- || 
dependence merely to the bravery.of the foreign- || 
ers who fought our battles; and while grateful for || 
all the efforts made in our behalf, | say thatiffor- || 
eigners had not foughtin asingle battle, we should | 
have achieved our independence against Great | 
Britain. Does the Senator deny that? 
Mr. WADE. No, sir. 
Mr.CLAYTON. Very well, then there is no 
difference between the Senator and me on that | 
point. But the issue between the Senator and 
myself lies here: 1 complained that he said the 
American citizen had no more right to the public 
lands of the United States than foreigners, had, 
There was the issue. As to the immaterial points | 
started by him in the case,I do not think it worth 
while to detain the Senate upon them. The posi- 
tion which I took in reference to that matter here 
on a former occasion, | maintain still in reply to 
the honorable Senator, in every part. 

Mr. WADE. 1 wish to inquire of the Senator | 
if he ever said these words: ** The-Senators from | 
New York and Ohio will not so soon eat their 
words, | think.’? Did he say that? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I said that in substance. I | 
cannot say whether I said those words precisely. | 
It is evident | meant nothing offensive by them. 
| said that the Senator from Ohio and the Senator | 
from New York had, as] had explained it, dispar- 
aged the American fieople, by insisting that for- | 
einers had the same right to the public lands as 
they had. [tis plain that these words contained | 
nothing offensive to the Senator. Nothing was | 
further from my thoughts. But | did mean to call 
him to a reckoning for the utterance of such a sen- 
timent upon this floor. 

Mr. WADE. Here is what I take exception 
to: 


“Tam not one of those who persecute foreigners. I 
never shall doit. JI am no bigot; no sectarian. [ seek to- 
persecute no man for his religion or his opinions. But I | 

| 


am resolved that no others shail ever, by my vote or influ 
ence, be placed in any position where they can persecute 
me or my triends, or deny us either civil or religious liberty 
I have heard, during the progress of this debate, some | 
things uttered to the disparagement of a portion of the | 
American population, which can have but a very unfortu 
nate effect, in my opinion, I was asked by my honorable 
friend from Iowa [Mr. DopGe] whether, in my judgment, 
the naturalization laws should be repealed ?”? 
Now, Mr. President, you will observe he says, | 
in the course of the debate, though he does not 
disclose who said it, that there had been things 
said exceedingly offensive, because they went di- 
rectly to the disparagement of the American people. | 
The Senator from Iowa challenged the Senator to 
know whether he was the man to whom healluded; 
and, sir, he shrank back from that. He said no 
more about it. I did not complain of his taking 
me to task for what I said. 1 did say, and I say 
again, that, as [ understand it, neither a foreigner 
noran American-born citizen has a right to an 
acre of the public land in this country.’ It all 
belongs to the Government; she may rightfully 
withhold it from native-born or foreign citizens. 
It is reallya question of policy whether she should 
grant itto either. I agreed, as'wellas | could, for 
the propriety and policy of handing it over in lim- 
ited quantities to actual settlers, both to native- 
born and foreigners, and said that | would not 
discriminate between the one and the other. 
While up, on this occasion, 1 will say that the 
Government never has discriminated between for- 
eigners and native-born citizens. Even without 
making a declaration, sir, a foreigner may go into 
the wilderness and may cultivate the land upon the 
same conditions as the native-born; and it depends 
upon himself whether he will make a dectaration) 
ornot. He will be anxious enough to avail him- 
self of the privileges of an American citizen. The 
law is 80 well aware of that fact, that it has néver 
asked him to become an American citizen, while | 
granting him the same privileges on the land as || 
the native-born. 1 see no reason to depart from | 
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why should you discriminate between them? 
There is no reason for it. But [ have already 
said what I had to say on that subject. 

But these words, in this connection, were ex- 
ceedingly well-ealculated to mislead the public. If 
the Senator had said no more in his speech than 
he now claims he says, | would not have called 
for an explanation of the charge. But the Sen- 
ator says that | have rested upon this speech. | 
did not rest upon it as long as he did before he 
published it. Opportunity | might have had, if I 
ha.l suspected there had been anything wrong in 
it, to-call attention to it before. Itis only just 
now that | have had the opportunity to see it. 


| My attention has just been called to it, and I am 


very glad that it has been. I have heard, during 
the progress of this debate, certain things uttered 
to the disparagement of a portion of the American 
This is very offensive, and no gen- 
tleman would like to have it said that he argued 


| here in disparagement of American citizens. That 


would sound rather broad when it went out to the 
public. Now he says he did not accuse us of it; 
but, in his printed speech, after being interrupted 
by the Senator from luowa, he said: ‘* The Sen- 
ators from New York and Ohio will not so soon 
eat their words, | think.” What words were 
they? Here is my speech, as it came from the 
hands of the reporter; and if you find a single 
word or syllable from which any just inference 
can be drawn that anything was said in dispar- 
agement of American citizens, I will relieve you 
from the charge of unfairness. The words, in the 
connection,jn which they stand, are exceedingly 
offensive; and, without explanation, would receive 
no other construction than that the Senator from 
New York and myself had stood forth here, with 
some kind of language, utterly in disparagement 
of American citizens, and discriminating in favor 


of the foreigner against the American citizen. It | 


is a high charge for a Senator to make, that 
others had uttered sentiments in disparagement of 
American citizens, and thenturn round and tell us 
that we will not eat our own words, he thinks. 
It is a thing that I will not stand here under pa- 
I think it is offensive. But the Senator 
having explained that he does not pretend that he 
said that upon the floor, but merely said | argued 
that, as an American citizen, | had no better right 
to land than a foreigner, | care little about it. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Itis a matter of very great 


indifference whether the honorable Senator is satis- | 


fied or not satisfied. If he is not satisfied, he is at 
perfect liberty to take what satisfaction he dares 
call for outside the Senate. Now, sir, he is sore 


| under what I said to him the other day when he 


uttered sentiments that he new were indefensible. 
He thought, sir, that he had no more right to the 
public domain than a foreigner; he attempted to 


| explain it again, and again, and again; but he 


never made it any better. When | said that he 
would not eat his own words, I did not mean to 
say anything disrespectful. I meant to say that 
he would stand by what he had said. He made 
various efforts to dodge his position; yes, sir, to 


| dodge the position he at first took he made efforts 


to dodge his words, and, as it was, { could not 
understand precisely at last what it was he did 
mean. But, he says now that he said nothing 
in disparagement of the American people. Why, 
sir, did not he and the Senator from New York 
dwell here for more than helf an hour upon the 
fact that the railroads and canals and the internal 
improvements of the country had been built up 
and made by foreigners? Was not that‘a dispar- 
agement to the American people.» Sir, it was not | 
only a disparagemem tothe American people, but | 
before Ged, it was untrue. It is an insult to the | 
American people to make such a declaration as | 
that. ‘Not in disparagement to the American | 
people to tell us that we are indebted for all our | 
improvements, our railroads and canals, to for- 
eigners! 
can feeling the honorable Senator entertains. 1 
do not understand him, sir; but he is a very dif- 
ferent American from what ! am. 
Sir, in regard to this whole subject, 1 was not! 


T do not know what sort of an Ameri- || 
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aware till a few minutes ago that it would be 
called up again; but my friend from lowa [{Mr. 
Dope} had spoken of a class in this country 
of whom 1 know nothing. He had spoken of 
them in terms which I thought were not justifi- 
able, stigmatizing them as contemptible, and, in 
their defense, I only alluded to the simple fact that 
they had carried every American city where they 
had raised their standard, and | thought that, 
therefore, they could not be contemptible. { had 
said, that so far as they were an American organ- 
ization, the remark of the honorable Senator from 
lowa was to the disparagement of them; but he 
sajd nothing in disparagement of the whole Amer- 
ican people. I-did not hear him say that we 
were indebted for our internal improvements, our 
railroads and canals, to foreigners. He made no 
statement of that description. No, sir, it was re- 
served for the Senators from New York and 
Ohio; and I care not to which of them I speak 
now, for they both stand in the same category. 
They both spoke in such terms, that if anybody 
chooses to examine their language, they will see 
that the tendency of their speeches was to exalt 
foreigners at the expense of our native-born citi- 
zens. Sir, lam an American in heart and soul. 
1 belong to no faction; I seek aggrandizement and 
honor from noparty. A few years will terminate 
my political career. The last spot I shall occupy 
in public life is here on the floor of theSenate. I 
have occupied some other places of some distine- 
tion in the country, but I have never known any 
spot which | would not change for a seat on the 
floor of the American Senate. I hold it as hon- 
orable as any position under this Government; 
and, therefore, sir, | come here for the purpose of 
asking nothing from parties, or factions, or organ- 
izations. | am speaking without any reference 
to private interest. I am speaking without the 
slightest regard to any effect it will have upon 
me now or hereafter; but I do regard, | must say 
to the honorable Senator from Oho, the utterance 
of such a sentiment as he uttered here upon thia 
floor, as deeply injurious to my countrymen, and 
as eminently calculated to degrade the high char- 
acter and name of an American citizen, 

Mr. WADE. When the gentleman accuses 
me of these things, | wish he would state in what 
connection they occurred, 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir,I willgive you the 
benefit of it. It is calculated to degrade the 
American citizen, and to cheapen this thing called 
American citizenship. It teaches him whose lot 
has been cast, and whose ancestors’ lot was cast 
here, that when you come toa distribution of the 
benefits, or of the property of this Government, 

| he is not to be considered as possessing any pecu- 
| lar claims in any degree greater than an alien, no 
matter from what portion of the world he may 
come, be he a Turk, or belonging to any other 
'country. According to the doctrines of the hon- 
orable Senator, they are as much entitled to the 
lands as a native American citizen. Does not the 
Senator feel that it degrades the just claims of 
American citizenship? 

Mr. WADE, 0, sir. 

Mr. CLAYTON. He says he does not feel it 
jatall. No, sir; the Hottentot or Caffre is placed 
| beside an American Senator, and he has claimed 
| for him rights equal to those of his own as an 
| American citizen; and the Senator says he does 
| not feel that the name of an American citizen is 
degraded by such amassociation. 1 envy thefeel- 

ings of no man who cannot discriminate between 


|| the wild Indian, the barbarian,of Africa, or, as I 
| have said, the Turk or Hottentot, and the native 


American who hasgrown up under our free insti- 
| tutions, who is bound to peril, his life for his 
| country, who is liable to be called upon whenever 

the country makes a requisition upon him to fight 

her battles, who, if he is guilty of any overt act 
| designated in the Constitution and laws of the 
| country as amounting to treason, is liable to cap- 
| ital punishment for thet act. I envy not the man 


who cannot discriminate between hirn and -a for- 


eigner, who is liable during the whole time that he 


remains in this country, until the period of actual 
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naturalization, to be indicted for treason in the 
country from which he emigrates, if he should take | 
sides aguinst it, and who, in case he is really guilty | 
of an overt act, which in an American would be 
treason, would be answerable not at ail to our 
Government. Those, sir, were the views which 
I endeavored to present to him. It was in this 
light that I considered the honorable Senator as | 
having uttered sentiments in disparagement of the 
American people; and if he differs from me, he is 
perfectly at liberty to do so as long, and as often 
as he chooses; but he will never make me regret 
the expressions which | had the honor to use the 
other day to reprimand him for his want of patri- | 
otic and true American feeling. 

Mr. WADE, It requires no argument to an- | 
swer the speech of the Senator now. I have an- | 
swered the speech before. It has been made here 
by the Senator for the third time. He has given 
us these views upon this subject before. That I 
eare nothing about. I have heard that speech be- 
fore; but he did not say before that I had said 
anything which was in disparagement of the | 
American people. He did not say that the Sen- 
ator from New York and the Senator from Ohio | 
would not eat their own words. 

Mr. CLAYTON. If it is offensive, I say it 
now, : 

Mr, WADE. He says he cares nothing about 
my feelings. Be thatas it may, ! intend to set | 
myself right upon this question, and | am not to 
be browbeaten by the Senator, however old he | 
may be. If he willfully and maliciously misrep- | 
resents me, I will charge it upon him. Talk to | 
me about skulking! Sir, he skulked into a pri- | 
vate room, and there wrote what he dared not | 
utter on this floor. 

Mr, CLAYTON. That's a lie. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I rise for the purpose | 
of calling the attention of the Senator from Del- 
aware to a portion of his speech, in this connec- 
tion. 1am not willing that it shall stand before 
the country in its present shape unnoticed and 
unexplained. He says: 

** fT am not one of those who persecute foreigners. I never 
shalidoit. Lam no bigot; no sectarian. LI seek to perse- 
cute no man for his religion or his opinions. But! am re 
solved that no others shall ever, by my vote or influence, 


be placed in any position where they can persecute me or 
my friends, or deny us either civil or religious liberty. I 


have heard, during the progress of this debate, some things 


uitered to the difparagement of a portion of the American | 
opulation, which can have but a very unfortunate effect, 
nmy opinion. Twas asked by my honorable friend from 
Iowa [Mr. Dopee) whether, in my judgment, the naturali- | 
zation laws should be repealed? Why, sir, | have never | 
been the advocate of the repeal of the naturalization laws: 
but let me tell him, and others here® who have engaged | 
in this debate, that any remarks which can be, by possi 
bility, construed into a disparagement of the native Ameri- 
ean population of this country, when compared with the 
foreign population now pouring like a mighty flood into this | 


country, are calculated to create parties that have been un- || 


known before; and remarks of thatdescription made on the 
floor of the Senate in one day’s debate, will create an ad 
dition ofone hundred thousand to the number of those who 
have been denominated, by some gentlemen, as ‘ Know- | 
Nothings.’ 

‘*Mr. Doner, of Iowa. 
ask him a question? 

“Mr. Crayton. Certainly. 

** Mr. Dopeer, of Iowan. Task him, then, to name that 
Senator who instituted an invidious comparison in favor of 
foreigners and against Americans. If he directly or indi- | 
recUy alludes to me as having made such an assertion, [ | 
deny it in toto; and I must say for the Senate, that I have 
heard no such imputation made from any portion of it. 

“Mr. Crayton. The Senators from New York and Ohio | 


Will the Senator allow me to | 


will not so soon eat their words, I think.’ 


I now ask if the Senator from Delaware in- 
tended to AH I ever ** eat my words?” 


Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly not; nor had I | 
the slightest idea that the Senator so understood | 
me. . 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. That comports, then, 
with the honorable bearing of the Senator towards 
myself in all the relations in which we have ever 
stood to each other. During the time when I 
made my somewhat vehement remarks, I took 
occasion, knowing that we differed widely as the 
poles on this question, to avow for him my 
entire respect, and to allude, as I thought, in a 
pleasing manner, to a manifestation of that re- 
gpect which had been given by the State whence 
I came, and by my colleague. 

Then his speech continues: 

**{ did not charge the Senator from Iowa with having 


reflected on the American ation ; but now that he has 
called my attention to the » I will repeat one thing 


which he said, though I have no unkind feeling to gratify | 
in doing eo. He did say of certain devant 


a 


|| standing, I did speak of them. 


_ be called upon for the same reason to persecute the 


| fellow-citizens rallied around our country’s stand- 


| even while we profess universal toleration, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


{| 


|| Nothings,’ for imstance, and 


this country, that they were ‘contemptible —the * Know- 
the * Nauve Americans.’ 
I submit respectfully to my honvrable friend, now in his 
cooler moments, whether they are to be considered as con- 
temptible ? 
are, though the Senater from New York, without any au 
thonty, has spoken of them ; but one fact must be apparent | 
tu everybody, aud that is, that those men who are called | 
‘Know. Nothings’ have, within a few months past, ac- 

tually carried vearly every election in every American city 

where their standard has been raised. [I am perfectly igno 

rant of what the real ends and objects of ‘au association so 

formidable may be; but I cannot conceive it possible that | 
an Organization as extensive as that, and as successful as | 


it has been in every instance, can, in any sense, be con- || 
| 


temptible.’? 
Mr. President, in speaking upon the subject of 

the homestead bill, and the generous and fair pro- 

vision towards foreigners that it contained, | said 


1 thought those who were not in favor of a repeal |) 


of the naturalization laws, or not disposed to favor 
that contemptible Native American, or Know- 
Nothing party, should not support the amendment 
then pending. I did utter those words. I spoke | 
of the Native Americans thus; and why did | do | 
so? I did it because the proclamation of their 
principles to the world, and an attempt to enforce 
themyin the ** City of Brotherly Love ”’ caused its 
streets to be raked fore and aft with canister and 
grape shot, belched forth by cannon. I thus spoke 
of them, because they had caused American blood 
to be shed by American hands; because they had | 
consigned to conflagration churches erected to the 
worship of the ever-living God, and burned them 
to ashes. I thus spoke of them; and, as long as 
I have a voice, I will thus speak of them. I do 
regard their principles, as attempted to be carried | 


out in this country, as a violation of the provisions | 


of our Constitution, and that religious liberty 
which Thomas Jefferson and his compeers secured 
to us,and which I shal! ever seek to maintain and 
defend as long as I have a voice, a vote, or where- 
withal to do it, . 

Sir, if these almighty Know-Nothings, who 
have carried every election in every American city, 
as the Senator says, are the counterpart of the | 
Native American party, I do speak of them thus: 
and so understanding, | spoke of them. If any | 
gentieman who knows anything of their. princi- 
ples will proclaim them, and say they are Amer- 
ican, in the broad acceptation of the term—will | 
say they will not assail or war upon any particu- | 
lar portion of the community because they may | 
choose to worship God under a particular form, | 
according to their conscience—then I will take pride | 


in unsaying everything | have said of them. In || 


what I said of the Native Americans, | judged of 
them from their acts; and if the Know-Nothings | 


| 


are organized to carry out their doctrines, | will | 


speak of them as | have spoken; and, so under- | 


Mr. President, we should all bear in mind that 
if to-day we are called upon to persecute the 
Catholics for opinion’s sake, we may to-morrow | 


Baptists or the Presbyterians, It is an atrocious 
sentiment. It is especially atrocious when we re- 
member that, with patriotic devotion, our Catholic 


ard and helped bear our banner aloft to the Halls of 
the Montezumas, where it was planted in triumph. 
Ostracize the Catholic, and no sect will escape, 
Sir, 
I especially ask the Senate to mark the devotion 
of*the abused Catholic to our banner in every 
war in which we have been engaged; under cir- 
cumstances, too, that were strongly calculated to 
excite their sensibilities. They are an abused 
sect, but they were true to us when attempts 
were made to convince them that our army of in- 
vasion in Mexico would sack and pillage the 





| churches of the Christian body of which they are 


members. Sir, they faltered not, but they con- 
tributed their blood and treasure in the defense of 
our common country; and as they are thestrongest 
body of our foreign-born population the sacrifice 
was important. 

Of proscriptive native Americanism I know 
enough to lead me to oppose it. If, as is repre- 
sented of the Know-Nothing organization, it re- 
quires its members to war upon a man because of 
his religion, that religion may be my father’s; 
or angnane of his birth, which we all know is ac- 
cidental, it would require me to proscribe my 
colleague because his father was born in Wales; 
such a society I denounce as miserable and con- 
temptible. 


I do not know wmyseli what their principles 1} 
| Senate, that in no county in Wisconsin 


Suly 17, 


I know not what my respected friend f; 
| aware may suffer from foreign immigrati 
| referring to actions which speak louder th 
I said here, and I declare now before G 


om Del. 
on; but, 
an Words, 
Od and the 
or lowa, 


| or any portion of the Northwest, have We ever 


heard from this population the first intimation of 
disposition to resist any one of the laws Of the 
| United States, or the process of our courts Ww. 
have never heard from themany threatenin : 
contempt towards the Government; more tha 
| among our own citizens. 1 beg gentlemen to be : 
in mind that, unless they so legislate as to _ . 
| these foreigners in the Atlantic States, we jn th 
West are those who will suffer, if any are to suf. 
| fer from-them; and it should be remembered that 
there has never been the first complaint from that 


£; or 


|| portion of our country as tothe disloyalty of these 
|| people who have settled there. 


Mr. CLAYTON. I wish to Say, in reply to m 
honorable friend from lowa, that t do not wills, 
take to stand here as the champion of the Native 
Americans or the Know-Nothings of the count, 
Probably no man knows less about them than | 
do; but there is one historical fact, in reference ty 
which I desire to correct the honorable Senato; 
He has evidently understood that the first blood 
which was shed in Philadelphia, where this party 
organization seems first to have arisen, was drawy 
by those whom he calls the Native Americans. 
Sir, that is not the understanding which I had, and 
I lived within forty miles of the spot where the 
battle, if | may use that term, occurred, This js 
the first time that | ever heard any other version 
given to thestory than this: That these mencalled 
Native Americans had assembled at a public meet. 
ing, and were deliberately shot down by foreign. 
ers, and that was the whole cause of the feud be. 
tween them. If my honorable friend ‘is better 
acquainted with the facts than [ am, he ean say 
so; but that is the version [ have always under. 
stood; and I thought I was a perfectly impartial 
observer of what occurred there. Then I put itto 
my honorable friend, who I believe is as true an 
American as any one that can be found here or 
elsewhere, if. his own countrymen had been shot 
down at a public or political meeting, by any set 
of men, whether he would not have felt exceed- 
ingly indignant, and whether he might not, with 
the aid of others, under the influence of the excite- 
ment caused by such an outrage, have attacked 
them in return? Sir, L only state these things for 
the purpose of putting my friend right, and to de. 
sire him tolouk intothe matter and inquire whether 
he may not have done his own countrymen injus- 
tice in this particular. That he intended to do 

them injustice I never shall believe; but I think he 
has done it. 

Now, sir, with regard to the Know-Nothings, 
as I said before, | do not understand what their 
principles are. The Senator ftom New York, 
{Mr. Sewarp,] to whom I replied the other day, 


| undertook to_read from some obscure newspaper, 
|, the name of which | cannot remember, what were 


their principles. If that paper was authorized to 
_speak for them, it denounces Romanism. The 
| grounds upon which .théy undertake to denounce 
it I have not seen nor heard; nor do I know the 
fact, from anything that 1 am authorized to say 
| here, that they themselves are against the Catho- 
lics, or desire to persecute them. 
But, sir, I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
/ate now, upon this occasion, to a debate—it can 
scarcely, perhaps, be called a debate—but tos 
speech which was made on this floor sometime 
_ ago by the distinguished gentleman from Michigan, 
who adverted strongly to the intolerance of the 
| Catholic church, in reply to some articles which 
| had been published by Archbishop Hughes. 

Mr. CASS. The aie Senator is under® 
misapprehension. I did not advert to the intoler- 

-ance of the Catholic church as a church. 
maintained that the construction put by some of 
its members on a certain effort was not warranted, 
and that it did not involve the Catholic religion 
truly. I made no reflections on the Catholic 
church at all. : 

Mr. CLAYTON. But on that occasion refer- 
ence was made to a newspaper called the Shep- 
herd of the Valley, which contained sentiments 
highly intolerant. Now, I ask the Senator from 
Michigan whether he did not, after that debate 
was over, receive an additional and new — 
of that same paper called the Shepherd of 
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Valley reiterating sentiments highly intolerant, 
declaring, in fact, against liberty of conscience, 
jizious toleration, liberty of speech, and even | 
hiberty of thought? Did not the honorable Sen- | 
pas receive such a paper as that ? . | 

Mr. CASS. [did; and the amount of it was | 

retty much as the honorable Senator states. 
P Mr. CLAYTON. Very well. I received such 
an one, and have it now. At the top of that paper 
was the name of the Archbishop of that diocese, 
Peter Richard, I believe. The editor of the paper 
stated that he was authorized to use his imprima- 
tur. That, also, the honorable Senator saw. Now, 
sir, knowing as little about sects as any fan, | 
being as little of a sectarian as any man in the 
United States, and as little of a bigot, never having 
had the slightest feeling to persecute my fellow-citt- 
zenon account of his religion, yet 1 willavail myself 
of this occasion to say, that if these were the sen- 
timents of the Catholic church, then everything | 
that has been urged against them in regard to in- 

tolerance is sustained; but I cannot and will not 

believe it without further evidence. ri 

Some of the most estimable friends I have in 
the world are Catholics. Some of my ancestors 
have been Catholics. { have no motive for be- 
lieving statements against them, ‘and [ will not 
believe them until they are substantiated, notonly 
by credible testimony, but by irresistible testi- 
mony; but let me bring. my honorable friend from 
lowa back to this fact. If those men who are 
called ** Know-Nothings,”’ have seen such papers 
as that which the honorable Senator from Michi- 

an has received, and which I received, they 

would probably form the opinion that here was 
existing in the community a highly intolerant re- 
ligious sect, dangerous to their own religious 
liberty; and if they honestly believed that, then 
my honorable friend surely would be one of the 
last men in the world to denounce them for their 
opposition to it; for [ am sure he would be one of 
the very first to stand up always in defense of 
both civil and religious liberty. 

Mr. WELLER. I suppose it will be impossi- | 
ble to obtain a vote to-day. [ desire to submit a | 
few observations on this subject, but I will post- 
pone those remarks until the substitute which | 
has been submitted by the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Stuart] shall be printed. I shall, there- 
fore, be compelled to move an adjournment, simply 
expressing the hope that there may be no serious 
difficulties between our two young friends upon | 
the other side of the Chamber, who have been so 
belligerent this afternoon, (Laughter. ]} 

The motion was agreed to; and ‘the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuespay, July 18, 1854. 
The House metat eleven o’clock @.m. Prayer | 
by Rev. Henry Sticer. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. | The business first in order | 
is upon the motion to recommit the bill, reported 
from the Committee on the Post Office and Post | 
Roads, to amend an act entitled ** An act to amend | 
an act entitled an act to reduce and modify the | 
rates of postage in the United States,” passed | 
August 30, 1852. 

THOMAS K. GLENN. 

Mr. KERR. I ask the unanimous consent of | 
the House to take from the Speaker’s table Senate | 
bill No. 448, being “‘ An act for the relief of 
Thomas K. Glenn,” that it may be put upon its | 
passage. The bill makes no appropriation, of | 
money. It merely empowers the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to correct an obvious mistake which he says 
ought to be corrected in a contract which one of | 
my constituents made with the Post Office Depart- 
ment for carrying the mail in 1851. 

There being no oljection, the bill was taken | 
from the Speaker’s table, read a first and second 
time by its title, ordered to a third reading, and 


| 





was subsequently read a third time, and passed. | 


TERRITORY ACQUIRED FROM MEXICO. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the following bill: 


““An act declaring the southern bound f 
New Mexico.” . aa 
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Be it enacted §c., That until otherwise provided by law, 


the territory acquired under the late treaty with Mexico, 
commonly Known as the Gadsden treaty, be, and the same 
is hereby, incorporated with the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, subject to all the laws of said named Territory. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. I merely desire to state to 
the House, in a few words, the object of the bill. 
Gentlemen who have listened to the reading of the 
bill will see at once the propriety of its immediate 
passage. The territory which we have lately ac- 
quired under the Gadsden treaty is now without 
law. There are no courts organized in the terri- 
tory for the execution and enforcement of the laws. 
It is necessary, therefore, inasmuch as the terri- 
tory is open to settlement, that there should be 
some laws for the protection and government of 
the people who settle there. I hope, therefore, as 
it seems absolutely necessary to extend the benefit 
of laws over that territory, that there will be no 
objection to the introduction and passage of the 
bill. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Will the gentleman from 
Alabama allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does this bill come from 
any committee? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. It does not. [amon the 
Committee on Territories, but I do not propose 
the bill from that committee. It is so self-evident 
a proposition, that [ did not think it necessary for 
it to receive the approbation of the committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How can we tell, before 
the boundary is run, what people are to come 
under our jurisdiction? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. The bill states it as all the 
country acquired by the treaty with Mexico, and 
which is annexed. That is the boundary. The 
treaty settles the land that is acquired, and we 
annex just that land which we acquired under the 
treaty. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But we have appointed a 
commission to ascertain what the boundaries are, 
and to ascertain who are included within the lands 
thus acquired. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I willstate to my friend from 
Pennsylvania, that that makes no difficulty. We 
annexed Texas, and the boundary was subse- 
quently settled. It will constitute no difficulty, as 
the exact line shall be hereafter run. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Arethereany people resid- 
ing on that acquired territory? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. There are. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Then I object to the intro- 
duction of the bill. 


NATIONAL HOTEL COMPANY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Il ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to report back Senate bill 
(No. 178,) ** to incorporate the National Hotel 
Company of Washington City, with an amend- 
ment, and to have it putupon its passage. I appeal 
to the courtesy of the House to permit me to say 
one word in relation to it. 

Mr.OLDS. Has the morning hour commenced ? 

The SPEAKER. It has, 

Mr. OLDS. This isa bill which must-neces- 
sarily give rise to debate. 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir, it will not. 

Mr. JONES, of New York. I think it will, 
and therefore | object. 

Mr. DAVIS. 1 wish to appeal to my friend 
from New York to withdraw his objection, I 
wish to make one statement. My colleague, the 
chairman of the Committee for the Distriet of 
Columbia, is now absent from his seat, and con- 
fined to his room; and | therefore desire for him 
to introduce this bill. ; 

Mr. JONES. Under these circumstances I will 
withdraw my objection. 

Mr. WALSH. I renew it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then let it go. 


NEWSPAPER POSTAGE. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia 


(Mr. Smiru] is entitled to the floor on the propo- 
sition to recommit the following bill: 


A bill to amend an act entitled **Anact toamend | 


an act entitled ‘ An act to reduce and modify the 
rates of postage in the United States,’ ” passed 


| August 30, 1852. 


Mr. OLDS. I do not see the gentleman from 


| Virginia in his place; and believing, as I do, that 
| this bill is thoroughly understood by the House, 
_ after having been discussed when the proposition 


The bill was read in extenso, for information, as || was up some weeks ago, I move the previous 


follows: 


| question. 
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Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to withdraw, for a moment, his 
call for the previous question. 

Mr. OLDS. Certainly. | withdraw it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, is there a 
motion pending to refer this bill to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. There is not. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Then, if it is in order, I 
will move +o refer this bill to the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending 
to recommit tt. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Bat is it not also in order 
to make the motion which 1 have indicated? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; it is also in order to 
move to send it to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I hope that this bill will 
not pass. I do not see any occasion for its pas- 
sage. I do not believe that it is demanded by the 
wants of the country. On the showing of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Oxps,} I believerit is 
not demanded, and that it ought not to pass. | 
believe that now, at the present time, the Post 
Office Department is rightly considered a self- 
sustaining Department. ; 

The Government ases this Department to a 
very large extent. All the Departments of the 
Government use it.” It is used by the Post Office 
Department as well as others; and the Govern- 
ment has also considered it to be a matter of public 
interest, and for the public good, that the members 
of Congress should have a right to use it without 

| paying postage to the Department; use it to frank 
letters, documents published by order of Congress, 
speeches, proceedings of the two Houses, &c., 
for the information and advantage of the whole 
country, and not of the writers of letters and sub- 
scribers to newspapers merely. For all the pur- 
poses for which that Department is used, and 
which are for the interest of the country and the 
people generally, all the people, the postage pay- 
ers, and non-postage payers, ought to pay; and, 
to effect this, the Government should pay its own 
proportion, its own equitable and just share of the 
expenses of the Department. 

By the Government paying postage upon letters 
and newspapers, in the same manner and at the 
same rates that individuals do, | believe the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads (Mr. Oxps] will not deny that the De- 
yartment would bea self-sustaining one. I believe 
he admits that fact. We have found it necessary 
to have post roads, and post offices, apon our fron- 
tiers, for the purpose of forming connection be- 
tween this city, and the Atlantic sea-board gen- 
erally, with the exterior portions of the country— 
for the parpose of connecting the center with the 
circumference. We have found it necessary to 
have post roads and post offices for the benefit of 
the Army and the Navy, forthe opening and facili- 
tating settlements in the Territories, and increasing 
the sales of our lands for the advantage of the gen- 
eral Treasury. Those routes and offices are not 
self-sustaining, but they are necessary for the in- 
terests of the Government, and the people gen- 
erally, and for sustaining those distant frontier 
routes, for transmitting intelligence from the de- 
partments of the Government, the Government, 
and not the postage payers alone, ought to con- 
tribute, 

it is unreasonable to make the newspaper read- 
ers and the letter-writers pay for transporting let- 
ters of the Government officers, and the mails of 
the departments, and for the establishment of post 
roads for carrying the mails into the far-off terri- 
tories, in the outside portions of the Republic. 
Make the Government pay what it should pay, 
what its fair proportion is, and the Department 
would be self-sustaining. But it is unreasonable 
to make the newspaper readers and the letter- 
writers pay for those who do neither. It is un- 
equal and unjust. The service of the Post Office 
establishment, to the extent of $2,000,000 at least, 
is for the uses and advantage of the Government. 
That amount, as it is ineurred for the benefit ofall, 
should be paid by all from the Treasury, into 
which all pay, and wot by increasing the rates of 
postage which are paid by part only of the people. 

I see by a schedule which was read the other 

|| day by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Ha- 
| ven,] that in the State of Maine the Department is 
| self-sustaining, and considerably more. Thepost 
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office receipts in that State for 1853, accordin 

a statement in the speech of the gentleman frem 
Ohio, (Mr. O_ps,] were $125,194 94, and the en- 
tire cost of transporting the mail, and the commis- 
sions of the postmastere, and all expenses of the 
Department, in and for that State, amount to 
$112,654 24, leavinga eee of $12,540 70. The 
postage payers of Maine, then, sustain the Depart- 
ment so far as they are concerned, and contribute 
some $12,000 for carrying the mails in other States. 

But the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ops} is not 
satisfied with that, and he proposes to put upon 
the newspaper readers of the State of Maine an 
additional tax for the advantage of other States, 
instead of requiring the Government to make up 
the balance by paying for services which it has 
ordered and used, and whieh) if of any advantage, 
are of advantage to the people generally. It is 
usjust and unequal. It is oppressive upon the 
people of that State—upon the newspaper readers 
of that State. Maine now pays to the Depart- 
ment a surplus of $12,000, not for her own use, 
but anothers; you propose to increase this surplus 
by raising, in effect, the tax on newspapers, so that 
she will pay an excess over expenses of $20,000 or 
$30,000, instead of $12,000. 1 protest against her 
being made to contribute more largely to the mail 
service than she now does; and maintain that the 
deficit should be paid by the General Government. 

Therefore it is that | object to the passage of 
this bill, and I hope it will either be referred to the 
Committee of the Wholeon the state of the Union, 
where it can be discussed fully and at length, or 
be laid upon the table. I have already made the 
motion to refer it to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and in accordance with 
my promise to the gentleman from Ohio, | renew 
the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I have risen to 
reply to the question put by the honorable gentle- 
man from Virginia, {Mr. Smirx,) when this bill 
was under discussion, a few days ago; and when 
I had no opportunity to reply toit. That question 
was put to the opponents of the bill; and its words 
were: ** Are you not willing to have the Post Of- 
fice Department sustained?”’ For one, | answer, 
that | am not. 

Government establishes a Post Office Depart- 
ment; and arrogates the exclusiye right to carry 
our letters. It establishes its prices for the work; 
and, then, if we hesitate to pay, it scolds us with 
the inquiry : ** But are you not willing to have the 
Post Office Department sustained?’? We think it 
wrong to be compelled to pay these prices—first, 
because Government canno! do the work economi- 


cally, and for reasonable prices—second, because | 


Government has no right to undertake the work; 
and is guilty of usurpation in undertaking it. | 
hold that Government is a usurper, whenever it 
assumes a work which the ptople can do. 
Suppose Government should establish~ a 
** Clothes Department;”’ and should undertake to 
clothe all the people, young and old, male and 
female; and should claim the exclusive right to do 
so? Along with the dresses it sends the bills. The 


people grumble at both the bills and the usurpa- | 


tion ;—at the bills, becausé they are twice as great 
as would be the cost, were the work done by them- 
selves; and at the usurpation, because it is so fla- 
grant. But Government insultingly replies: ‘‘ Are 
you not willing to have the ‘ Clothes Department’ 
sustained ?”’ Would this be borne with? It would 
nots—ner should the Post Office usurpation and 
extravagance. _ 

l ask the gentleman from Virginia, if he believes 
that Government can carry our letters and news- 
papers at as small expense as the work can be 
done for by private enterprise? If he does, why 
then, in the name of consistency, is he not in favor 


of our making Government the carrier of our mer- | 


chandise and provisions and persons?—of passen- 
gers and property? But that gentleman isa prac- 
weal man. He is not, asin the public esteem I 
ama mere theorist. He knows, better than 1 
can tell him, that it would not cost private asse- 
ciations one half as much to carry the mail as it 
costs Government. 

But, he may say, that private associations 
would, nevertheless, charge higher rates of post- 
age than would Government. Again, | would 


g to 


|| to live much longer. 
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tleman must, therefore, know that when a work 
|| is thrown open to unlimited competition, the 
| charge for it will be brought down to the neigh- 
borhood of the cost of it. But, the gentleman will 
perhaps say, that if Government gives up the Post 
Office Department, individuals who live in remote 
and inaccessible portions of the country will not 
be able to get their letters and newspapers, save 
at great cost. But pray, what has Government to 
do with such a fact? Suppose a man should perch 
| himself on the top of the Rocky Mountains, and 
should complain to the Government, that it costs 
| him ten dollars to get a letter to his mountain 
| home; and should call on Government to deliver 
| his letters at ten cents a piece. Would Govern- 
ment be bound to listen to his call? Certainly not. 
| If he will receive his letters under a ten cents rate 
| of postage, let him come down from his eyrie, 
and live among the comforts and accommodations 
| of civilized lite. Government is no more bound 
| to indemnify him for the disadvantages of his 
| home, in respect to postage, than in respect to other 
| things. Nay, | insist that Government is no more 
bound to carry letters cheap for its citizens, than 
| it is to make a poor man rich, a sick man well, or 
| an old man young. If people are tempted, by the 
| advantages of it, to take up their home in the 
| wilderness, let them bear its disadvantages pa- 


tiently, as well as enjoy its advantages gratefully. | 


* The gentleman from Virginia professed his wil- 
| lingness to encourage private enterprise to come 
into competition with the Post Office Department. 
| He told us that the bill provides for a virtual in- 
| crease of newspaper postage: and that, hence, 
| private enterprise could sustain an easier competi- 
tion with the Post Office Department. But the 
| competition, which he would encourage, is in car- 
| rying newspapers only. Newspapers, the price 
| for carrying which is but a few pennies a pound, 
| private associations may carry. But letters, the 
price for carrying which isa dollara pound, Gov- 
ernmentalone shall have therighttocarry. Surely 
| the gentleman was not in earnest. He was but 
| joking. He was making experiments upon our 
stupidity for the amusement of himself and of 
| others, who love to see what easy dupes we are. 
Were two gentlemen to sit down to aturkey; and 
_ were one of them to tell the other that he might 
| have part of the bone—nay, that he might run his 
| chance for even all the bone—but that all the meat 
| he must reserve to himself—the air of affected lib- 
| erality, with which he would make this proposi- 
| tion, would be very likethat, which characterized 
the gentleman’s similar proposition. 

Had the gentleman from Virginia been candid 
at this point, and really in earnest to let individual 
enterprise into competition with the Post Office 
Department, he would have permitted the compe- 

| tition to extend to the carrying of letters, as well 

‘| as newspapers. Make the competition thus com- 

prehensive, aud it would notendure long. In less 

| than six months the Government would fly from 

| it forever. So far as the carrying of letters and 

i| papers is concerned, the occupation of the Gov- 
|| ernment would soon be gone. 


| But this is not a pertinent quotation. Weare not 
| divided in opinions. We are agreed, that this 
‘| work can be cheaper done, and, every way, better 
'| done, by private pen ot than by Government. 
| Bat most of us shrink from openly favoring so 
'| radical and important an innovation, as the bréak- 
| ing up of the Post Office Department. Unless it 
|| be a person of a one-man party like myself, or a 
| person like the honorable gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Citveman,} who is also of a one- 
| man party, I scarcely know any on this floor, who 
|| have so little to win or lose, as to venture to iden- 
| tify themselves with this innovation. 
| But, Mr, Speaker, the, people will ere long, de- 
mand this innovation—this breaking up of the 
|| Post Office Department—in tones that cannot be 
‘| resisted. 
\|.. The Post Office Department is doomed, from its 
\) own inherent falsity. and folly. It must sink from 


} its own weight, if not sooner overthrown and dis- 


|| placed by a rational and economical postal system. 
| It is a system, too, directly and glaringly in the 
|| face of reason, common sense, justice, economy, 


say, that the gentleman from Virginia is a practical || more of the time of the House. 


men; a man, too, of many ideas; and not labor- 
ing under the as does my awa unhappy 
reputation, of b man of one idea. The gen- 


Mr, ELIOT, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I 
am desirous, before this measure is decided, to sub- 
mit one or two considerations, which seem to me to 


‘* How long halt ye between two opinions?” | 


But I will not consume | 


See 18, 
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|| be of some importance, in view of the j 
|| be prejudiced. I! have no desire to a_aoe 
into thediscussion. - In the first place, I am § - 
say that I believe the bill is one of the moat mie 
chievous that has been introduced here this nate 
Although I have listened with much inn’: 
the arguments which have been addressed aan 
; House in support of the bill, still, in view of - 
| facts now existing in the Departmentand count . 
Iam unable to see the ground upon which a 
tlemen can stand to ask us to increase the i 
of newspapers by augmenting the postage o 
them for transportation through the mails. tr 
understand correctly, the object of the bill jg to 
| derive revenue by imposing a tax on the readers f 
printed matter. It repeals the discount now 3 
| lowed for prepayment, and thereby doubles the 
| postage, or tax, on printed matter, | contend 
that the bill is wrong in principle. Indeed it 
| seems to me that the case must be urgent which 
| would call for the throwing of obstacles in th 
way of the onward progress of the intellect of 
| the country; and unles the chairman of the com. 
| mittee shall show to the House that the stro 
necessities of the Government require jt, the 
Ere will hesitate long before they pass euch a 
aw. 
It is contended that the Post Office Department 
should sustain itself, and itis contended that those 
| who use the Post Office Department should pay 
| for its privileges; and,as | understand it, upon 
| these two grounds the argument in favor of the 
| bill rests. So far as the first proposition is cop. 
cerned, | think the time has come when we should 
examine with great care the proposition itself, to 
| see if it is well founded, 1 know very well that 


| by reference to early reports in connection with 
, the Post Office, it will be found to have been ag. 
| sumed as a principle that the Department should 
| pay for itself, But I undertake to say, that the 
| facts now existing, and the experience of the past 
-few years, haveshown to us that in this country, 


| whatever may be the result elsewhere, it is not the 


|| principle upon which the Department should rest, 


| If it is, lam still prepared, as I think, to show that 
in proper time the Department would be able to 
| sustain itself, The experiment has not been tried 
|| long enough, and there have been obstacles thrown 
| in the way which have prevented its successful 
| working; and I think that in time the Department, 
under the present rates of postage, will abundantly 
support itself, 
| But, waiving this, I ask what ground is there 
|| for contending that the Department should sup- 
|| port itself in the United States? While we are 
organizing Territories, and while we are estab- 
|| lishing post routes in parts of the country sparsely 
| settled, and while weare putting upon the Depart- 
' ment the burden of sending from post to post 
| the immense amount of matter franked by Con- 
‘| gress and by every branch of the governmental 
| departments, how can it be contended here, un- 
der these circumstances, that the theory of the 
|| Post Office Department would require that it should 
, Support itself. No gentleman has given a good 
| reason why it should,any more than that any other 
department of the Government should sustain 
itself. 1 suppose the honorable chairman of the 
| committee will agree that, up to 1852, the Depart- 
| ment did more than sustain itself. 1 have here 
| a statement of the aggregate amount of the re 
_ceipts and expenditures of the Department from 
1790 to 1851 inclusive, and I find that the expenses 
of the Department were $65,157,000, while the 
receipts of the Department during the same period 
| were $65,819,000, leaving a balance to the credit 
of the Department of $668,000, more or less. 
| That estimate terminates with the year 1851. 
In the year 1852 the deficit was about $200,000. 
'| That is to say, up to the year 1853, there was 
|| to the credit of the Department something over 
|| $400,000. I suppose it is true that in the year 
1853 the deficit in the Department from the re 
ceipts over the expenditures was very large. 
| am ‘not aware that the amount has been stated 
‘precisely in the course of this discussion. To 
what is this deficit attribuble? I would like the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads to say to what he thinks that defict 
in the Department is fairly attributable; and ( 
say whether it be not attributable to three causes; 
not to the diminished postage alone, by 9" 
means, but to the great increase in the num 
post routes, in the expensive character of thos 


i 
} 
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SO 
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routes, 


correspondence and franked documents? 


ost roules—expensive post routes—have been 


‘stablished in parts of the country where self- || 
support would be impossible, since the latter part 


ef 18522 Will the chairman also say to us how 
much matter has been franked from the Depart- 


ments, and by members of Congress? I under- | 


take to say, and I desire to be corrected if my 
statement is not true, that it has been found, by 
examination at the Post Office Department, that 
if the amount of matter mailed from the Depart- 
ments by the different branches of Government, 
and by members of Congress were estimated, it will 
come to a larger sum than the deficit in the ac- 
counts of the Post Office Department. | under- 
stand that on that point there has been an esti- 
mate made at the Post Office in the city of Wash- 
ington. 1 desire to know whether | am or am 
not correct in that respect, And I understand 
that it was ascertained by one month’s careful in- 
yestigation—so far as an approximate estimate 
could be made—that the deficit would be morethan 
made up, if the amount of matter sent by the 
Government, and franked by members of Con- 
+ gress, were paid for. 


Mr. OLDS. Will the gentleman from Massa- | 


chnsetts allow me to reply to his inquiry? 

Mr. ELIOT. Certainly. 

Mr. OLDS. The estimate of the deficit of the 
Post Office Department for the present fiscal year 
is $1,800,000. The actual deficit will be over 
$2,000,000. The estimated deficit for the next fis- 
cal year is $2,440,000 additional. 1 cannot now 
say what the actual deficit will be. Let it be re- 
membered that this sam does not embrace the 
amount for ocean mail steamers, $1,500,000. Add 
that to the deficit for the present year, and it will 
make it $3,500,000, and it will make the deficit of 
the next fiscal year $4,000,000. Thefree matter sent 
by the Post Office Department estimated from that 
for the month of January, would be $1,440,000. 

Mr. ELIOT. I do not understand, Mr. 
Speaker, that the honorable gentleman has replied 


distinctly to one of my inquiries, whether, if the | 


whole amount of matter mailed. from all the De- 
partments, and from the legislative halls, were 
paid for, the deficit in the Post Office Department 
would not be made up? 

Mr.OLDS. I said that the whole of it would 
amount, according to the account for the month 
of January—in which the account was kept at 


the Post Office Department for the legislative de- | 


partment of the Government, and all the Execu- 
uve Departments—to some $1,440,000. 
for the whole. 
ocean steamer service, is $2,440,000. 


mating the amount of mail matter according to 
the account kept during the month of January, 


1854, which would reduce, according to that state- || 
ment, the deficit about one half, excluding the ex- | 


penses of the ocean mail steamer service. I do 
not find, from the statistical tables of the Depart- 


ments which have been furnished to this House, the 


means of ascertaining how far the gentleman is 
or is not correct, 


would be added by the ocean steamer service. 
Mr. OLDS. 
what that ig, 


: Those services. are matter of con- 
ract, 


deficit of the Post Office 


£000,000. 
scal year is 
Mr. ELIOT 
in the legislation. 
Mr.OLDS. Upon newspapers only. 


ee ELIOT. And when upon other mail mat- | 


Mr.OLDS. In 1851. 
Mr. ELIOT. The amountof deficit in that 


year was about $200,000, That was the year in || office should pay 
which the postage was. changed upon the news- | 


Papers, 

r. OLDS. For the first fiscal year after the 
act of 1851 went into operation, the deficit was 
over $200,000. Under the law of 1852, the post- 


- on newspapers had fallen off over $600,000. 


hat was embraced in the receipts of the Depart- 






altel in the immense amount of privileged 
Will i 
the honorable chairman tell us how many new | 


That is | 
While the deficit, leaving out the | 
|| Mr. OLDS, (interrupting.) 
Mr. ELIOT. 1 understand the honorable gen- | 
tleman to speak of the actual deficit of 1853, esti- | 
|| and not the public. 


To this deficit it is said much | 
It is an easy matter to ascertain | 


_. We pay $870,000 to the Collins mail line, | 
and $730,000 to the San Francisco line per annum, | 
making more than penne. The estimated | 
or the last year was | 
$1,800,000, but the actual deficit was ana of | 

The estimated deficit for the next | 
vite Ae. | through the mails. 
- In 1852 the change was effected | extent might work no hardship; but it would do 


went into effect. 

Mr. ELIOT. To what does the gentleman at- 
tribute the fact, that, during the first year atier the 
law was changed, the deficit was so small as the 
amount named, $200,000; which is about the 
amount of deficit shown by the official returns? 

Mr.OLDS. The gentlemen himself states one 
of the reasons. We have established new mail 
routes and new offices. 

But there is another reason, and it is the in- 
creased expenditure of the Department upon the 
railroads of this country. This. is adding hun- 
dreds of thousands to the expenses of the Depart- 
ment evesy year. 

Mr. ELIOT. 
this expenditure, thus increased, the reading pub- 
lic, that portion of the people who read papers and 
pamphlets, should be taxed to pay it? 

Mr.OLDS. Do not they getall the advantages 
of the mail service? 

Mr. ELIOT. §Itis very well known, if we re- 
gard the public in these United States, if we take 
into account the fact that everybody is busy all 
the time, busy at the desk, the counting-room, at 
the wharf, in the workshops and in the legislative 
halls; busy everywhere, it is perfectly obvious 
that the fact must be, and we know the fact is, 


| that the great amount of information derived by 


the people of the United States, is derived from 
the periodical press of the country. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, we cannot, as a people, read boeks. 
There is, to be sure, a vast amount of that species 
of reading done; more of it, perhaps, than in any 
other country. Butasa people we cannot read 
books requiring time and thought, and our read- 
ing is mostly of newspapers and periodical publi- 
cations. The larger part of the acquired knowl- 
edge of our people is from the periodical literature 
of the country, and of this the daily issues of the 
press constitute a large portion. — 

I had the honor of a conversation the other day 
with a gentleman who occupies an enviable place 
in this House, who said to me—and his statement 
would be that of many others upon this floor— 
that he was brought up on a farm, that his muscle 
was developed behind the, plow, and that his 
reading of books was done at night and on rainy 

| days. But he said that for the last ten years his 


| incessant occupation had almost disabled him from 


reading books; and that is the experience of thou- 
sands in the country, They cannot read books; 
but their reading is principally confined to newspa- 
persand periodicals. But now the attempt is made 
to compel this portion of the panne to pay twice the 
present amount of postage charged on that species 
of reading where it passes through the post office. 


not the object or effect of the bill, It is to make 
the men who read the newspapers pay for them, 


ment, the public have to pay for the newspapers, 
and not the men who read them. 

Mr. ELIOT. Very well. But you make the 
readers pay twice as much, 

Mr. OLDS, Yes, sir; that is just it. 

Mr. ELIOT. But it does not appear that the 
| readersof newspapers do not now pay their proper 
share. Let the Government cease to interfere at 
all. 


And I pray to ask, if, because of | 





ment for the first fiscal year after the act of 1851 || | wish.. I introduced a bill into this House the 


No, sir; that is | 


Under the, present arrange- | 
| just. there. 


Let the Government lift its hand altogether. | 


Let private enterprise do the work, or let the rates | 


not let us, as the honorable gentleman from Ohio 
asks us to do, take a step backward. 

It has been contended that if this bill should 
pass, newspapers will, to agrest extent, be carried 
from place to place for less than is now charged 
If that is so, the bill to that 


no good to the Department. 
| would be effective, it will be injurious. 
But it was argued by one gentleman who ad- 
| dressed the House upon the subject the other day 
—I refer to the honorable gentleman from 


|| of postage, so far as the press and our periodical | 
literature are concerned, remain as they are. Do | 


far as the bill | 


Missis- | 


sippi, (Mr. Banryj]—that those who use the j:ost | 


e expenses of the post office. 
Mr. OLDS. And-a good proposition it was. 
Mr. ELIOT. “ A good proposition ” says the 

honorable chairman of the Committee on the Post 

Office and Post Roads. Then let the Government 


|| pay for its use of the post office as well as the | 
1 RE icon: * Seika se 
r. OLDS. Certainly; that is precisely what 
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other day containing a provision for making the 
Government pay for all the matter now franked 
through the mails. But, if I mistake not, the gen- 
tleman voted for the motion to lay the bill upon 
the table. 

Mr. ELIOT. The gentleman states correct- 
ly. I did so vote, If the honorable gentleman 
from Ohio introduces a bill into the House cen- 
taining features which | believe to be objectiona- 
ble, he must not expect me to vote for it because 
there may be one feature which | might be other- 


| wise disposed to fayor. 


Mr, OLDS. lam happy to hear the gentleman 
say he favors that proposition, for | propose to 
imtroduce a separate bill which shall contain that 
proposition by itself, 

Mr. ELIOT. Well, sir, | must say | com- 
mend the perseverance of the honorable gentleman 
from Ohio in continuing to introduee bill afier bill, 
although the House knocks them in the head as 
soon as they make their appearance. And now 
we are told that we are to have still another one. 
Well, sir, | can assure the honorable gentleman 
that whenever he shall present a bill here that 
shall commend itself to my reason, it shall receive 
my support 

Mr. OLDS. Thank you. 

Mr. ELIOT. I objected to the provision in the 
bill the other day, because | believed that the 
practical effect of it would not be to abolish the 
franking privilege, The honorable gentleman, it 
seemed to me, sought to accomplish that object by 
legislation, the practical effect of which would not 
lighten the work of the Departments; or of mem- 
bers of Congress; or accomplish any real benefit 
to the Post Office; or change substantially the 
right now used of franking documents and letters 
through the office. 

But the argument in favor of the passage of this 
bill is, that those who use the post office should pay 
for the post office. Well, sir, without going into 
any argumentat length upon this point, | say in 

| reply that itis impossible to carry such a _prop- 
| osition into effect justly, without fixing different 
rates of postage in the different sections of the 
United States. Unless that is done, | am unable 
to see how the honorable gentleman will succeed 
in making those who use the post office pay for it. 
Sir, has the honorable gentleman examined the 
statistics which throw light on this proposition? 
The gentleman from Maine has referred to his 
| own State. From the statistical tables furnished 
| by the Department, I find that. during the year 
1853 the total receipts were $125,194, and the 
expenses were $52,767. In New Hampshire the 
| collections were $81,000, against $31,000 expendi- 
tures. Vermont has $78,000, against $62,000. 
Massachusetts $453,000 receipts, ageinst $130,117 
| expenditures, 
Mr. OLDS. There is an error in the statement 


By a statement from the auditor’s 
office, which I have in my hand, I learn that the 
| expenditures in Massachusetts for the year 1853 
were $298,366 56. 

Mr. ELIOT. I should like to know in what 
the error consists. I presume that the postmasters’ 
commissions are included in the amount given b 
the gealeren, and not in that which I have rane 

Mr. OLDS. They are included in the amount 
I have given, because they fall under the expendi- 
tures of the Department 

Mr. ELIOT. I thought that was not exact! 
so, and believed, from the statistics furnished, 
that the net postage collected was $453,966. But 
the same fact stated by the gentleman must apply, 
I presume, to the other States, as welleas to Maw. 
‘Bachusetts. The statement for Rhode Island is 
| $47,000 receipts, against $12,000 expenditures. Is 
| not the same fact true there? 

Mr. OLDS. The statement of the auditor, in 
| regard to Rhode Island, is $47,377 79 receipts, 
| against $30,817 35 expenditures. 

Mr. ELIOT. Then the same relativé differ- 
ence would prevail throughout, and the argument 
I was making is not, therefore, in the least af- 
| fected. I think that the honorable gentleman will 
| find, so far as the returns from Massachusetts are 
concerned, that they are true in proportion to those 
given in the tabular statement from her sister 
| States. 

Now, I desire here to make a reply to the as- 
sertion that this statement does not furnish an 
accurate idea of the amount of the transportation 











a 


through the States. It is said, that although the 
expenses here given are chargeable to each State, 
that yet there are expenditures which ought not to 
be so charged, because they are for routes running 
through the State, the benefits of which are else- 
where. | presume that is eminently true in regard 
to the State of Maryland. And so it is true that 
there are many cross mail routes in Massachusetts 
over which letters and packages are carried, the 
expenses of whichare chargeable, and are charged, 
to that State, while no revenue is derived by her 
on account of such routes. ‘This is true with re- 
gard to Massachusetts, and | presume that it is 
trué, to a greater or less extent, in some other 
States. You will find, upon an examination of 
this table, which I will furnish for publication, 
that the expenses of the State of Maryland are 
$152,000, while the expenses of transportation are 
$191,000. Gentlemen will find that the difference 
in some States is very great indeed. In New Jer- 
sey the postages collected were $89,000, while the 
expenses were $74,000. 

Mr. OLDS. The statements of the gentleman 
are inaccurate, inasmuch as they do not contain 
the commissions of the postmasters. In New 
Jersey the total amount of expenditure was 
$109,913 91, while the postages collected were 
$89,074 17. 

Mr. ELIOT. 1 am surprised that we have not 
had the means of obtaining information from the 
Department of the kind which has been pro- 
duced by the gentleman from Ohio, and which 
appears to correct the tabular statement upon 
which we aré to base our action. In the State of 
Mississippi, the postages collected were $73,000, 
whiJe the expenses of the transportation were 
$115,900. I name that State because it is the 
State which the honorable gentleman represents 
{Mr. Banny] who contended the other day that 
those who use the post office should pay for it. 
i do it for the purpose of saying that it would 
be altogether out of the question to make that 
rule apply unless a different rate of postage should 
be established in one part of the country from 
that which prevails in another. Why should the 
citizen of Rhode Island pay more than he pays 
now for post office accommodation, when the 
amount chargeable to his State for post office ex- 
penses is not more than one third of the amount 
which the State itself accounts for and pays over 
to the General Government. Because the State 
of Mississippi is so situated that the receipts from 
the Post Office Department do not pay the ex- 
penses, would it be equitable, would it be right, 
that the citizens of Rhode Island should be made 
to pay more than they already do, when now they 
pay so large a proportionate amount? 

Mr. BARRY, (interrupting.) Will the gentle- 
man allow me to ask him a question? If, asa 
matter of justice, the postage collected in one part 
of the country should be expended there, why 
should not the tariff collected in a State be spent 
there? We will pay you the surplus of postage 
if you will make up the necessary deficit which 
we pay upon the tariff. 

r. ELIOT. I am afraid it would bea bad 
bargain for the State which the gentleman repre- 
sents. The gentleman from Mississippi says that 
the amount collected within a State should be ex- 
pended within the State. Is the difference be- 
tween the amount which Massachusetts expends 
for post offices and mail routes,and the sam which 
she receives from postages collected, expended 
within the Commonwealth? Certainly not. 
pafd over to the General Government, and the 
sum so paif 
the account of the State which the honorable gen- 
tleman represents. Massachusetts does some- 
thing more than pay for the deficit in Mississippi. 
In view of these facts Lask whether it is right to 
impose a heavier tax upon one part of the com- 
moa country for the benefit of the other, and to 
sustain and justify such imposition by the argu- 
ment that those who use the post office should 
pay its expenses. 

have a statement prepared for the purpose of 
showing the interest affected by this bill. In this | 
discugsion there has been no statement made by 
which it would appear to what extent the people 
of the country will be affected. We legislate to | 
give our friends from foreign countries a home- | 
stead; and now the gentleman from Ohio wants | 
to offset that Kind of legislation by imposing upon | 


his constituents, I cannot help saying, a double.'! Rhode Island 


more than makes up the deficit in-|| find reliable information. But, taking the informa- 


| charge on all the newspapers they receive. 
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Let | 


| us take care of our friends at home as well as of 
| those who choose to make homes among us here | 


| from foreign lands. 


The honorable member [Mr. 
Oxps] will find, by consulting the statistics, that his 
own State, the State of Ohio, will be injured to as 
great an extent as almost any State in the Com- 


| monwealth except that from which 1 come, and 


perhaps the State of New York, by the passage 
of the bill on the table. Why, there are in the 
State of Ohio two hundred and sixty-one papers 
and periodicals printed. There is a circulation of 
four hundred and fifteen thousand one hundred 
and nine copies, and there isan annuabissue of 
thirty million four hundred and seventy-three 
thousand four hundred and seven. The effeet of 
the passage of this bill would be that every one of 
these publicationsthat goes through the Post Office 
Department, would have to pay double the amount 
now charged. 

Mr. OLDS. Will the gentleman allow me to 
correct him again? 

Mr. ELIOT’. Certainly. 

Mr. OLDS. I venture to say that not one in 
twenty of these publications will be affected by the 
passage of this bill, from the fact that a paper cir- 
culates through the mails in the county where itis 
published withoutexpense. Itgoesfree. It would 
be the same thing in respect to the country press 
in Massachusetts. But when we come to the 
commercial cities, we find that it is the large-circu- 
lation papers of these cities that will be affected by 
the passage of this bill, as it is only these papers 
that circulate largely outside of the county where 
they are published, and even outside of the State. 
But it will not at all affect the county papers 
which circulate in the counties, and in the counties 
alone, pretty generally. . 

Mr. ELIOT. I am rather inclined to think 
that the truth lies between the two propositions. 
That the country press will not be affected so much 
as the city press, | have no doubt. But that the 
country press will not be affected at all, is a proposi- 


| tion which | am by no means inclined to admit. 
| The honorable gentleman may speak of its effect 


| York? 


in Ohio, but [ think I may say, so far as Massa- 
chusetts is concerned, that the fact would not be 
found as he states it. Undoubtedly the city press 
would be most affected, and that has given rise to 
the argument that this is a bill to affect the city 
press, as between thecity andcountry. Now,the 
answer to this istwofold. So faras the city press is 
concerned, the probability is, that if the bill passes, 
these papers would net go through the mails. 
Then the bill would do no good to the Depart- 
ment. If the bill should pass, and if the papers 
did go through the mails, then both city and 
country would be sffected. Do not the honorable 
gentleman’s constituents receive papers from New | 
And are they not, so far,as much affected 
by the rates of postage on papers issued at that 
end of the country as they would be on papers 


| issued near them? 


Mr. OLDS. Yes; and I am willing that the 
people in my State who take the papers from New 
York shall pay the postage for them which they 


| cost the Government to transport them. 


| ty-six papers and periodicals printed. 
take from the statistical tables furnished by the | 
It is || 


| million one hundred and eighty-three thousand || 
| three hundred and seventy-seven. And the annual || 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. ELIOT. The gentleman will find, by ex- 
amination, (I will publish the tabular statement 
which I have prepared,) that throughout the coun- 
try there are two thousand five hundred and twen- 
This I 


census of 1550. 1 ought to say that it goes back to 
that time which is the last period at which I could 


tion there furnished, it appears there are two thou- 
sand five hundred and twenty-six papers ans ie 
riodicals. There were issues amounting to five 


and total issue, at that time, amounted to fourhun- | 
dred and twenty seven million four hundred and 
eight thousand nine hundred and fifty-eight. 
Ilere is the table from which I have been read- | 


ing 
fewspapers and Periodicals published in the United | 
States in 1850. 


States and Terrifories. Number. Circulation. 
New Hampshire 38 60,176 
Maine....cccccseccseses 49 63,887 
Micvecevveccessee 3S 45,956 
Massachusttts,........., 209 716,969 
25,975 


Annual | 
Copies. | 


| Commecticut......seceees 


| New Jereey......ccces oe 


| California 


|| Mr. ORR. 


| 


| New Hampshire......... 


Jul 
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53,116 
1,622.779 
44.454 
983,218 
7,500 
124,287 
101 362 
89,134 
36 839 
55,715 
67,484 
5,750 
34,957 
30,870 
80,847 
19,137 
7,250 
67,877 
84,686 
70,480 
88,623 
63,352 
415,109 
52,718 
33,236 
23,000 
4,600 
900 
1,134 


2,526 5,183,377 497,408 gs3 
Now, sir, this was four years ago. The jn. 
crease since that time I cannot estimate. [| hays 
set out these facts for the purpose of showing the 
extent of the interest which this bill prejudicially 
affects, if it operates substantially, and accordine 
to the expectation of the honorable chairman.* 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, (interrupting.) | 
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4,287,999 
115, 547 
toe 
£4,898 679 
421 29 
19,6)2 794 
1} ,126 gag 
9,223 gg 
2,020 564 
7,145,939 
4,070 s6g 
319, 
2,662"741 
1,752,504 
12,416 294 
1 296 a4 
377 up 
6.940.759 
6.522 agg 
6,195,560 
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4,316 hax 
30 473,407 
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2,665,487 
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New Mexico Territory.. 
Oregon Territory... 


| would ask the Chair if the morning hour hag 


expired ? 

The SPEAKER, It has not, by one minute, 

Mr. ELIOT. As the hour is so nearly out, | 
will yield the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I move that the Honse 
proceed to the business upon the Speaker’s table, 
There is an immense amount of business there 
which we might as well dispose of. 

The motion was agreed to 


RECESS OF CONGRESS. 


The first business in order was the consideration 
of the concurrent resolution of the Senate, “pro- 


| viding for a recess from the first Monday of July 


until the third Monday of October.”’ 
Mr. HOUSTON. We have disposed of this 


| matter, and | move to lay the resolution upon the 
| table, 


The motion was agreed to. 


IRON MOUNTAIN RAILROAD. 
The next busines in order on the Speaker's 
table was the bill of the House “granting the 
right of way to the St. Louis and Iron Mountain 
railroad, through the arsenal, magazine, and Jef- 
ferson barracks tracts,’’ returned from the Senate 
with an amendment. 
Mr. BENTON. I move that the House concur 
in the Senate amendment, 
I am opposed to concurring in the 
/ amendment; and before | present my views to the 
| House, I ask that it may be read: 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page first, line thirteen, strike out the words “that 2 
good wire or other substantial fence be placed by said com 
| pany between the road and the public grounds, with suila- 


*The following table shows the amounts actually ered- 
ited for the transportation of the mails, by States and Ter- 
ritories, and the amount of postages collected in the same: 


States and Territories. Total Transportation. 
postages collected. . 
Maine ....c. coseeseecceee GI25,194 94 $52,767 88 
81,703 53 31,999 45 
78,638 86 62,476 85 
453,966 80 130,117 13 
| Rhode Island............ 47,377 79 12,139 2 
| Connecticut...........++. 146,364 50 64,173 13 
New York .......e00+0+++ 1,175,516 06 455,019 76 
Delaware........ 16,310 71 9,412 00 
New Jersey...... 89,074 17 74,139 55 
Pennsylvania 488,308 30 238,019 bed 
| Maryland......+...ese0e 1,16 n 191,586 20 
District of Columbia..... 37, - 
Virminia....,.....seee0.s 183,472 19 213,234 72 
N orthCarolina........... 60,751 51 175,630 : 
South Carolina........... 82,985 75 127,169 3 
Georgia....ss.coeveseeess 142,800 14 215,238 7 
Plorida......cee-eeeeee+e 16,878 83 38,661 99 
Alabama ..........+.+50. 96,091 85 ie 
Mississippi....¢...-+--+0. 73,108 21 139.382 9 
139,0°8 15 


| Vermont...... peste ben ue 
Massachusetts........... 


SABA <cw 0 WSU die Wed 6 47,164 46 
Kentucky «in. op eee ce eeee ene 
Michigan....eesseee- eres 757 19 
Wisconsin.......+....... 73,570 83 
Lowisiana.........6.+.+. 128,170 18 
"TemmesSe@ ss... sc ceeeee cee 


eee ee eee 


140,454 41 
18).611 19 
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4 by the commanding officer at Jefferson bac- | oor , ' 
de abet of gates not to exceed four at the Jeffer- Pp ead before the House such evidence as that, if 
racks, 


» racks, one atthe magazine, and one at the arsenal,” this bill passes, no gentleman can say that he did 
en - " | 


; insert in tiew thereof the following : | not know it was going to injure the public prop- 
“a That a strong, substantial, plank fence be erected by || ~— 
said company between the road and °° —_ oraat 2 r. EASTMAN. What were the limitations | 

oh place, and of such character, as the commanding o d lati : db heS . Ww > 
- . Jefferson barracks shall direct, with suitable iron || 89G regulations imposed by the Secretary o ar: 
ais not exceeding four, atsuch points as shall be selected || 
by such commanding officer; and the said company shall || from the Secretary of War, which will furnish the 


‘eo cause to be coustructed two cavered ways at suitable oe eae " 
an vo tot said public grounds, and in such a man. | gentleman from Wisconsin with all the informa 


; as shall be approved by said commanding officer; and || tion he desires, I shall beg leave to state how it 
per as si" ; 


if, after the fence herein provided for shall have been || came into my possession. It will be remembered 


erected, and the said road put in operation, it shall be || that this bill was introduced at an early day of 
found, in the opinion of the President, to be insufficient for " ’ 


the protection of lives aud property, or for any other suffi- this session, and that, at the time, | made objec- | 


cient reason, he may require a fence of brick, stone, or tion to it. Referred for consideration to the Com- 
iron, to be constructed, aud the said compauy shall cause || mittee on Military Affairs, it was reported back 
the saine to be erecied accordingly, at their proper costand || to the House, and passed during my absence. 
charges-”” : Had I been present, | should have opposed its pas- 

Mr. ORR. I ask the attention of the House | sage. Seeing that it had passed the Senate as well 
to this Senate amendment, and also to the original | as this body, | addressed a letter to the Secretary 
pill which passed the House. At the last session || of War, requesting that he would put me in pos- 


of Congress, Mr. Speaker, upon the application || session of all the facts and conditions in the mat- | 


of the stockholders of this St. Louis and Iron | ter. In reply, he wrote me, in these words: 
Mountain Railroad, the Committee on Public 
Lands, of which I was then a member, reported a) WasHINeTon, January 28, 1854. § 
bill granting the right of wey through the arsenal Sir: I have considered the memorial of the president 
and “magazine grounds at Jefferson barracks, in || and directors of the St. Louis and [ron Mountain Railroad 
the vicinity of St. Louis. a 
The bill passed Congress containing a restric- 


War DeprarTMENT, 


the act which grants them the rightof way through the 
public grounds at the St. Louis arsenal, the St. Louis ma 


tion. It provided that the right of way should be || rine hospital, and Jefferson barracks, but by one proviso | 


ranted upon such terms and conditions as the || makes the location subject to the approval of the Seeretary 
Sicretary of War might prescribe, so that the || of War, and by another imposes the condition that the loca- 
public interest in these grounds should not be in- || «6 the public intere-t. 
jured oraffected. 1 say, in that way the bill was Soon after the passage of the act, the engineer of the com- 
reported to this House from this Committee on || pany submitted a map ofthe proposed loc:tion, for the ap 
Public Lands, and in that way it passed both || Proval of this Department; and, after carefully considering 


the views expressed by the heads of the appropriate bu 
branches of Congress. The Government granted reaus, and other officers who had reported on the subject, 


to the railroad company what they desired only, the following propositions were made to the company : 
reserving to the Secretary of War the right ta 1. The road through the arsenal grounds to be located one 
make such reservations as in his opinion were hundred feet further east than the line on the map sub- 


. : mitted. 
necessary to preserve the public works in the 2. The railroad company to be required to place a stone 


vicinity. || wall, of such height as the commanding officer shall desig 
Well, sir, after the bill had passed, and become || Pate, between the road and the ground occupied for military 


a law, application was made to the Secretary of || PUTPOSeS, with suitable iron gates and ways, and a strong | 
’ _ i 


bes : . wire fence between the road and the water, with suitable 
War, who was familiar with the site, who was || jron gates and crossing places; the number of gates not to 


familiar with the locality, who had been stationed || exceed four at Jefferson barracks, one at the magazine, and 


there in times fone by, and who was therefore || one at the arsenal—the points to be selected by the com- | 


>a: || manding officer thereof, but the Government to have the 
capable of deci ing correctly, to know what ve Ii right conan as many ways across the raiJroad to the water, 
stricuons would be imposed. He did Impose || as the circumstances of the service may require, bat with- 
certain restrictions, five in number. But, sir, this || out expense to the company: the road from the arsenal to 
company, finding these restrictions likely to be || the water to = poo over by a bridge, in such manner as 
hem, came back here to this House, ||‘? 52¥3¢,n0 onstruction. 
onerous to ¢ *, 7s ; ’ 3a. The commanding officer’s house, and any other 
indirectly appealing from the decision which had || houses it may be necessary to remove in consequence of 
been made by the Secretary of War. They come || the road passipg through the public grounds, to be taken 
back here, and ask that Congress shall give them } down and removed to sites designated by the commanding 


t . BAe ao . officer, and put up at the expense of the company. 

permission to disregard the restrictions which the 4th. ‘The company to keep the gates, fences, and cross- 

Secretary of War had imposed upon them as 

necessary for the protection of the public interests, || for the road; and to keep at all times watehmen or other 

and that they may have the right of way without suitable persons to give timely notice of the approach of 
a : : trains. 

~ restriction being imposed upon them. 


: ; : Sth. That the company shall be responsible for all losses 
ow, sir, this was a bounty in the first place. || which may be sustained by the public, either by the de- 


It was a gratuity upon the part of the Govern- || Struction of public property, or by collision with the trains | 


ment to allow a private corporation to go through | Passing over the several crossing places. 
the public grounds without compensation—with- 
out consideration. Sir, if these lands belonging 
to the Government had been the private property | Position whatever to impose unnecessary burdens upon the 


public grounds. 


. . * » . , ; . TT . i gq ‘-in- 
ofa private individual, this Iron Mountain rail- company, or to magnify mere inconveniences into an “in- | 


jury to the public interest,’? and no condition is proposed 
road company would have been compelled to pay | wi rt , c 


it because it was likely to promote the trade 10 prevent. 


The propositions were accepted by the company on the 
re as ae of St. Louis, and to accommodate || 26th of October. The memorialists say that the Ist has 
€ people of Missouri, the Government said: We || been complied with, and the 4th and 5th are not objection- 


will allow this right of way without charge, pro- || able, and seek to be released from the 2d, pd, and 6th. 


vided that you will comply with such conditions | The second condition they desire to be so changed as to | 


as th . allow them to construct a wire fence instead of stone wails. 
- Secretary of War may impose. Weleave The Department was satisfied with a wire fence between 


the matter with him, and you must comply with | the road and the water; but a stone wal! between the road 
such conditions as hé says are necessary to pro- || and the rest of the grounds is deemed indispensable, the post 


* tect our property hare. Sir, this company pay | being a cavairy station ; there are, and will continue to be, 


; . . a great number of borses there, and the troops, moreover 
peeing for this privilege—not a dollar. We || will often be engaged in cavalry exercises aud in training 
ave given them this bounty, and still they are || horses recently purchased for military evolutions. It would, 
issatisfied, and appeal from that decision, and | in my grinien, oe, aanel we a5 on separated from passing 
come her ; Lies || trains by nothing bat a wire fence, which would not prevent 
Mr.8 seve a removal of pee fthie Hones || woruly animais from rushing upon the track 

etn t i Pp » how many members of this Fiouse || ‘The third condition is objected to, because the command- 
ell the amount of injury that will be done te || ing officer’s quarters ure in a temporary wooden building, 


__ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


bie iron gates and crossing places, at such points as may be |! determined, before [ shall close these remarks, to |: 


Mr. ORR. Before reading a communication | 


| Company, in regard to the action of this Department, under | 


tion of the road can, in his opinion, be made without injury | 


ing places in repair as long as they retain the right of way | 


6th. Horse power only to be used in passing through the | 


In making these propositions the Department had no dis- | 


, which is not regarded as essential to guard against such | 
hn thousands of dollars for the right of way. | direct and immediate injury as the proviso was intended | 
\ 
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of the company that they shall remove these . 
houses at their cost, and he says further: 

“The sixth condition is that which weighs heaviest 
upon the company, and, no doubt, will subject them to 
great inconvenience in making the road. To dispense with 
it, however, would, in my opinion, involve the abandon- 
ment of the magazine, and the construction of another, as 
well as the purehase of a site in some other locality.’’ 

Pass the bill in the shape in which it now lies 
upon your table, and you have here the opinion of 
the Secretary of War, who is specially charged 
with looking to your interests upon this subject, 
that it will devolve upon the Government the ex- 
pense of abandoning the present site as a maga- 
zine, selling it and purchasing a new one, to ac- 
commodate this private corporation. Is it not a 
great sacrifice demanded of the public for the ben- 
| efit of this corporation, who do not propose to pay 

anything for it. 

The Secretary of War goes on further to say: 

“The magazine in question was recently built at a cost 
of more than $20,000, and it is intended for a depot whence 
powder will be shipped, from time toa time, to all parts of 
the coast accessible by water transportation. It appears to 

|| me that no argument is needed to show the danger of 
storing large quantities of powder within two hundred and 
twenty yards of a road on which engines are continually 
passing, and to haul powder to and from this store acroas 
their fiery track.”’ 

This letter is dated in January of this year. The 
|| expression of opinion made here by the Secretary, 
is tully confirmed by the recent disastrous explo- 
sion in the city of Wilmington, where powder waa 
| being hauled along the streets in common wagons, 

and where it ignited, nobody knows how, but, 

perhaps, by the tire of one of the wheels of the 
wagons striking fire from the stones over which 
it passed. ‘The Secretary says further: 

** Whatever may be urged to the contrary, the danger 
of sparks from such engines reaching.the magazine, ot of 
fire being communicated thereto by powder spilled from 
casks hauled across the track, is such, that I do not believe 
the magazine should ever be used atter the engines once 

|, commenced running. Moreover, as an explosion would in- 
| evitably involve the destruction of the passing train, the 
|| danger to the passengers would be such that, even if the 
|, Department should be disposed to use the magazine, public 
sentiment would require its removal. 

| “ The location of the road between the post and the river 
|| whence all the supplies of water are obtained, will, if ja- 
comotive engines are to be used, be destructive of the ob- 
ject to which the postis now applied, as the frequent crossing 
of large numbers of men with horses to water, cannot, 
|| under such circumstances, fail to be attended with serious 
|| inconveniences and danger. ” 


The Secretary again says: 


** In conclusion, I have to express the opinion that, if the 
petition of the memorialists be granted, the Government 
will be deprived of the use of the post as a school for cav- 

| alry practice, and the removal of the magazine will become 
necessary.’’ 


Now, Mr. Speaker, this is the information 
which | spread out before the House; and | would 
ask if gentlemen, out of mere kindness to the dis- 
|| tinguished Representative from Missouri here, who 
| advocated this bill ow its former passage, are will- 
| ing, by the passage of this bill, to devolve on the 
Government an expense of $50,000 or $100,000 
|| without consideration? Now, sir, the public 
|| depots at St. Louis are at the point of al) others 
| best snited for such depots in the entire West. 
|| They are above the points where the Jarge class 
steamboats may reach from below, and where the 
small steamboats may start going above. It is 
the proper point, therefore, for the transhipment 
|| of all public stores and provisions that are needed 
|| for consumption above and below. And yet, for 
| the purpose of accommodating this company— 
| while you do not know what is to be the result of 

our own knowledge, varepe Fy have the dec- 
| laration of the Secretary of War, after a full ex- 
| amination, with a full knowledge of the subjéect— 
| you are asked to pass this bill. 
| Now,,Mr. Speaker, there is but one way in 
| which the bill can be defeated. It has reached that 
| point from an indisposition, I have no doubt, on 
|| the part of gentlemen here not to interfere in a 
| mere local question of this sort—it has reached, 
| 1 say, that point where there is but one way in 
| which the bill can be defeated. That way is by 

l 





the public grounds by the passage of this bill in || erected twenty years since, and searcely worth thy cost of || igying the amendment on the table. That wi 


ts presen oe | taking down. Whatever be the value of the building, there 
P tshape? How many members here can can be no propriety in subjecting the Government to the 


E the extent of the injury that will result to the || cost of its removal, or erecting a newone. The company, 
overnment from the passage of this bill? It is || fur whose sole benefit it is to be removed, certainly should 
assumed that these restrictions are not needed for | Wear the cost, whether small or great. 
the ase of the public interest. - Well, sir, That is what the Secretary of War says upon 
the retary of War, who was charged with the || that branch of the subject. hese are the condi- 
Protection of those interests, says they are neces- | tions which the Secretary of War thought it neces- 
fo 1 ask gentlemen to consider this matter be- || sary to impose upon the company in order to pro- 
ore they vote for the passage of this Lill. I am || tect the public property. The Secretary requires 





|| earry the bill with it. Before the question is 
|| finally taken, | shall seek the floor again, for the 
purpose of making that motion that the amend- 
| ment do lie upon the table. And if this oon 
|| are not willing to take the grant, the bounty whie 
| we give them on conditions which our officer who 
| has to guard our interest annexes, !et them build 
he road in some other direction. }t is gratuity 


enough to give to them without allowing this com- 
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pany to prescribe to Congress and to the Govern- 


ment what conditions will be acceptable to them. 
We are the parties who are injured—we, the 
Representatives of the people who own this public 
property, and sjs-our duty to take care of it and 
to provide for it. “Now, would it not be a mon- 
strous proposition if this company were to apply 
to a private citizen for the rightof way through 
his land, and if thet citizen were to impose condi- 
tions of such grant for this company to come back 
when they had received this gratuity, and to in- 
sist that the conditions imposed would be modi- 
fied for thew interests, although, such grant were 
causing the interests of the citizen to be immi- 
nently jeopardized. I doubt if the former grant 
in acase of this sort, would not berecalled. Cer- 
tainly it ought to be. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, | have finished what I 
desired to say on this subject. If there ve any of 
the friends of this bill who desire to be heard, I 
shal! yield the floor without making the motion of 
which ! gave notice to the House, However, as 
soon as they shall have been heard, as I do not 
wish to cut them off from reply, | shall move to 
lay the amendment on the table; and I hope the 
House will make that disposition of it. 

Mr. CARUTHERS. It may be within the 
memory of the House, that at an early period of 
this session | introduced a bill for the purpose of 
explaining and modifying the bill to which the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] has 
alluded. Upon that’occasion, | endeavored to 
explain to the House the objects we desired to 
accomplish; the reasons why we desired a modifi- 


cation, and our objections to the construction given | 
by the Secretary to the act passed at a previous | 


session of Congress. 
At a previous session, the Iron Mountain Rail- 


read Company were given a right of way through | 


the public lands, to which the gentleman who has | 


just taken his seat has alluded. 
m reference thereto was confided entirely to the 
Secretary of War, and he exercised that discretion 
in a manner which was thought by that company, 
by myself, and by this House, when they had 


The discretion | 


tl 
two hundred and twenty rodsfrom it. The House | 
is now called upon to sanction this bill; and the bil | 
provides that when powder is being either shipped 
or received at the magazine landing, that the com- | 


pany shall only use horse power. But another 
fact which the Secretary ought to have known, is, 


|| sage? 
|| nication read here this morning, 


that powder is seldom received at the magazine | 


landing, and that it 1s only in cases of high water 


| stated any rea! grounds for a demand on the 


that you can land in front of the magazine atail. | 
Now, sir, with regard to the other objection— || 
and | believe it is the one which has the most | 


weight in reference to this road—it is feared that 
it will interfere with the training ground there. 
Jefferson barracks have come to be an extensive 
training place Horses are brought there from 
abroad, and trained preparatory to being sent into 
service; and it is feared that this road may de- 
stroy the training ground. 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


under this right of way? His only object 


| power. 


i] 


| 


dred feet distant from the line of the road. Now, | 
it does occur to me, notwithstanding the opinion | 
of the Secretary of War, that if this training of | 
horses for actual service 1s to be carried on there, | 
horses that may, in the chances of war, have to | 


stand the fire of artillery, the rattle of musketry, 


and the booming of cannon, a railroad two thou- | 
sand five hundred feet off, cannot do any’ se- | 


rious injury. It occurs to me that if these soldiers 
cannot train their horses to stand the whistle of a 
locomotive two thousand five hundred feet off, the 


battle. It is for this reason that the company are 
to be refused the right of way. 


r . ; | 
Now, one word as to the necessity of having | 
this right of way through the public grounds. | 


The lron Mountain is some eighty miles distant, 
and this is the only practicable outlet. 
on a former occasion, these difficulties were raised, 


they have done now, sent out their engineer, a 


| very able and accomplished engineer, known by 


reputation to most of the members of this House, 


|| to ascertain if some other route could not be 


this subject before them at a former time, as not | 
necessary to carry out the intention of the act in | 


reference to the protection of the public property 
there, 


In the requirements which the Secretary | 


made at the time when the matter was entirely in | 


his diseretion, there was one point, and one main || 


ports from which the company wished to be re- | 
ieved, and which has induced them to come to | 
this House, and ask a larger latitude than was | 


allowed them by the Secretary. One requirement 


of the Secretary was, that the company should | 
run only horse power through the public grounds. | 
It was thought by the company, thought by us | 


heretofore, and I think it will be thought by us 


now, that it is not necessary to carry out this | 


restriction. 


hand, that this road runs immediately along the 


| the engineer endeavore 
it will be seen by the map which I hold in my | 


banks of the river, the Jefferson barracks track, | 


the magazine track, and the arsenal grounds all 
fronting upon the river. 


The line of the road is | 


actually located, and by this bill it is to be con- | 
structed upon the track now located, which is at | 


high water mark. 


It is objected—and it is the | 


main objection—that the road will prove dangerous | 


to the magazine. 


This magazine is situated—and | 


I believe it was so stated by the gentleman from | 


South Carolina—two hundred and twenty 
or six hundred and sixty feet from this road. 


it be posrible that a single member of the House 


does not know that no danger can arise to the mag- |. 


azine by running the raad with engines, at a dis- 


tance of two hundred and twenty rods from it? | 


Do we not all know thatno sparks from a railroad 
Furthermore, this magazine is some fifty or sixty 
feet above the line of theroad. Sparks fly up, but 
do not fly up sixty feet, and then fly off to a dis- 
tance of two hundred and twenty yards, so as to 
place even powder in danger ! 

But beside that consideration, there is another 
fact which shows the worthlessness of that objec- 
tion, and that is, that this magazine is required to 
be fire-proof; and if it is not so, the Government 
is vastly wanting in proper care and solicitude for 
the safety of the lives of those who are there em- 
ployed. And if it is fire-proof, there can be no 
earthly danger from the sparks from cars running 


ards || 
can it be possible that the Secretary of War—can || 


found by which they could reach the Iron Moun- 
tain without going through these grounds, After 
a careful reconncissance, however, he ascertained 
that wey would be compelled to go twenty miles 
further by any other route than by the one through 
these grounds. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. "Willthe gentleman 
inform me what is the extent of these grounds? 

Mr. CARUTHERS. The Jefferson barracks 
contain seventeen hundred acres. 

Mr. SMITH. Do I understand the gentleman 
as saying that a route outside those grounds would 
be twenty miles further than through them? 

Mr. CARUTHERS. I presume the gentle- 
man from Virginia did not understand what I said 
in reference to the twenty miles. I said that when 
to find some other route 

by which he could avoid passing through these 
grounds, he could not find any other outlet with- 
out going twenty miles further than by taking this 
route. That | understand to bea fact, and that 
fact is shown by the official report which I pro- 
duced when this matter was up before. Well, 
now, sir, these being the facts, this company only 
ask that they may be allowed the right of way 
to build their road, not through the center of these 
grounds, but along the banks of the river, at high 
| water mark. If you grant them their request, 
the effect will be to open up one of the richest 
regions of country in the Union, and to bring in 
the products of that region. In order to save 


| twenty miles travel through all time, and the ex- 


| 


locomotive can reach that building at that distance? | 


pense of building twenty miles more road at a 
heavier grade, which may endanger its very con- 
struction, they only ask that the road may pass 
through these public grounds. 

And what more? In the bill which this House 
is now called on to sanction, it is expressly pro- 
_vided that this company shall be liable for all 
| damage done to the public property. The com- 
| pany is also required to build a strong and sub- 
| stantial fence between the railroad and the public 
}arounde. Jt is only required to use horse-power 
| when powder is being loaded or unloaded at the 
| magazine landing. Now, | would appeal to gen- 
| tlemen whether there can be any reasonable 
nd for objection toa bill so carefully guarded? 

The line of the road is along high water mark, 
and there is, therefore, but little of the public 
ground used. Horse-power is to be employed 


When, | 





Well, sir, mark you, || 
this training ground lies two thousand five hun- | 


| of this difficulty is knocked off. 
|| hour or two in the Arm 


same soldiers, upon the same horses, will not be || 
prepared to do very good service upon the field of | 


| this matter, 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


when there is danger, or the least necessi 
doing; and the company is liable for att tame” 
done to the public property; and such being th 
case, why should not thebill be now put on its . 


Has the Secretary of War, in his commy 


¢ or the honora 1 
gentleman from South Carolina, in his ie 
’ 


of the government of the company to use a 
power alone going throngh the tract? The fH 
will bear in mind that the honorable Secreta; of 
War makes no objection to the ground being be 
: 

reference to the requirement for the use of hora 

We have shown the House, I trust from 
the topography of the ground, and from ; 
other considerations, that there is not the least 
necessity for the imposition of guards go scrupu- 
lous as those referred to. I hope the bill, as it 
now stands, may be allowed to pass. With these 
suggestions | resume my seat. 

Mr. BENTON. This question comes up this 
morning inopportunely. There is a movement 
now pending which may be decided in the Arm 
bill, It comes up for the sale of one of these 
pieces of land—thearsenal yr yratine the city of Si, 
Louis for a public park. If that be done, one! 
It is so oe 
gained, and that question cer be decided in ap 

ill. 

Mr. HAVEN. lI hope the gentleman wil) 
stand back a little, so we may hear his proposition, 

Mr. BENTON. What 1 shall Ray at present 
will be brief, and introductory to a motion that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. If we go into 
committee and dispose of the other movement on 
the Army bill to-morrow, or next day, when we 


| go to the business on the Speaker’s table this bill 
the company, rather than come to Congress, as | 


will come up first in order. When the arsenal 
grounds are sold to the city of St. Louis for a 
public park, we shall know better how to act on 
I move that the House resolve itself 


into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


| 
| 
| 


' 


| 


| 


} 
| 
| 


| 
j 


| 


the Union. 


Mr. MILLER. I desire to ask if this bill wil} 


be the first business in order to-morrow? 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be upon the 
Speaker’s table, and will come up when the House 
shall again determine to go to business upon the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. MILLER. I would suggest to my col- 
league that unless there is a motion made to go to 
the business upon the Speaker’s table, this bill 
will not come up to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The mode of reaching it is 
by going to the business upon the Speaker’s table, 
and there is no other motion that will bring it up. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE ON THE ARMY BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Before the question is put 
on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, | 
offer the uSual resolution to close the debate upon 
the Army bill in one hour after its consideration 
shall be resumed in the committee; and upon that 
motion I demand the previous question. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to inquire of the 
gentleman from Alabama whether, in the motion 
submitted by him, his object is to close debate 
upon the particular proposition now pending be- 
fore the committee, or to close it upon the Army 
bill eenerally? ' 

Mr. HOUSTON, I cannot make the motion 
to close it upon any particular proposition; but I 
must make it upon the bill generally. ; 

Mr. FAULKIVER. I have some very import- 
ant amendments to offer to the Army bill, which 
will reqnire discussion. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Is not this whole debate 
out of order? ; 

Mr. BAYLY,, of Virginia. I think that it 
would be better to extend the time for closing the 

‘debate to three hours, instead of one. {move 
that amendment. . ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam willing to make the time 
for closing the debate two hours instead of one. 

Mr. BAYLY. I am satisfied with two hours. 

The previous question was seconded. 

On ordering the main question, tellers were 
demanded and ordered; and Messrs. Vat 
McMou tun were appointed. 

The Tc ee was - and the tellers re 

rted—ayes 90, noes 30. 

PS0 the main question’ was ordered to be put. 
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Senate, to appoint a competent and well qualified civilian 
= armories.”” 





id } 

The question then being upon the adoption of i 
the resolution to close debate, 

Mr. ROBBINS called for tellers. 

Mr. FLORE NCE asked for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Teliers were ordered; and Messrs. Cuurcn- 
weit and Va were appointed. 

[he question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ay es 88, noes 37. 
* So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to reconsider the |, 
yote by which the resolution was adopted, and | 
lay the motion to reconsider upon 


1854. 


also move to 


the table. . 
The latter motion was a reed to. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I! desired the floor before 
the question was taken upon the motion of the | 
gentleman from Alabama, for the purpose of ad- 
dressing some remarks to the House. 

The SPEAKER. There was no question pend- 
ing upon which debate could arise. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wished to move to re- 
consider the vote by which the resolution was 

d. 
ithe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama made the motion to reconsider, but that 
motion was also accompanied with a motion to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wished to make a remark 
before the motion to lay the motion upon the table 
was made. I now desire the consent of the House 
to make a single explanatory remark. 

There was no objection, and 

Mr. F. proceeded: My object is simply this: 
The House yesterday refused to accede to m 

roposition to take up and consider the bills for 
increasing the efficiency of the Army. These 
Army bills are, in my judgment, of vital interest, 
even to the existence of the Army itself. My 
object, as I stated, was to have them considered 
as independent bills. But as I failed in my at- 
tempt, it is now my purpose to annex them tothe 
Army general appropriation bill. I therefore 
hoped that the debate upon this bill might not be 
closed, and that members might have an opportu- 
nity, if they desired it, to discuss fully these prop- 
ositions upon this bill. 
having closed debate upon the Army bill, in two | 
hours after its consideration is again resumed, I 
shall still, under a sense of public duty, be com- 
pelled to offer them as amendments to this bill; 
and if there be no discussion upon them, if the | 
House is called to vote upon those important 
propositions without discussion, the responsibility 
and the fault will not be mine. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. GREEN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled a bill and res- 
olution of the following titles; which thereupon 
received the signature of the Speaker: 

A joint resolution, fixing the compensstion of 
the employees of the legislative department of 


the Government, and to prohibit the allowance of |; 


the usual extra compensation to ‘such as receive 
the benefit thereof; and 

An act for the relief of Charles Staples. 

{A message was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by Sidney Webster, 
Esq., his Private Secretary, informing the House 


that the President had signed sandry bills of the || 


House. ] 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The question then recurred upon the motior 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union; and being | 
taken, it was agreed to. 

he House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Waicnrt, of Pennsylvania, in the | 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of House | 
bill (No. 95) « making appropriations for the sup- | 
— of the Army for the year ending the 30th | 
une, 1855.”” i} 
The pending question being on an amendment 
offered by Mr. TANTON, of Kentucky, to insert || 
afier the words ** for the manufacture of arms at || 





| department. 
prohibition, directed against the Ordnance Board, | 





Mr. BARRY, who was entitled to the floor, | United States should have the authority to ap- 


addressed the committee on the subject of the su- 
perintendence of armories, and in opposition to 
any change of the present system. His speech, 
withheld for revision, will be published in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. FAULKNER argued in support of the 
amendment, remarking that the House would bear 
him witness that he was not actuated to this move- 
ment by any hostility to the officers of the Army. 
He trusted that his conduct here would show that 
no one was more ready than himself to sustain 
the Army in all that appertained to its true line of 
duty. 
which properly belonged to it, and would render 
to the civil pursuits of life that which appertained 
thereto. < 

These national workshops, he contended, were 

originally created by Washington for the purpose 
of stimulating mechanical skill. The idea that 
they were to bea part of the military establish- 
ment of the country, an appendage to the Army, 
to be governed by military men, he would under- 
take to say was one which never entered into the 
contemplation of Washington. The best fruits 
of the system had been produced under civil su- 
perintendence, and the inventive genius of the 
mechanic more largely developed. 
. In proof of this, he referred to the inventions 
which had been made by men employed at the 
armories, when under the supervision of civilians, 
and argued to show that the best arms had been 
produced when the armories were under civil su- 
perintendence, 

{Mr. F.’s speech is withheld for revision, and 
will be published in the Appendix. | 

Mr. WALSH. Is there any time left? 

The CHAIRMAN. About four minutes. 

Mr. WALSH. Four minutes is quite.as long 
as I desire at the present ume. My friend from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Harrts,} who has just spoken 
to me, says that the history of this Congress is 
the history of a few men who jump up and occupy 
all its time. No questioncan come up, no matter 
how trivial, no matter how important, but three 

| or four gentlemen occupy the whole time, and con- 


But, sir, the House || sume a whole hour each, so that if they should 


| drink upon the same principle upon which they 
| talk, every time they took a glass of brandy they 


would drink it with a whole bucket of water, itis | 


so diluted. [{Laughter.} 
The CHAIRMAN. = The time fixed by the 


House for the closing of the general debate has | 
The chairman of the Committees|| cessible to the workmen—the answer is, it is con- 


now arrived. 
of Ways and Means, (Mr. Hovuston,] who re- 
ported the bill, is, under the rules, entitied to ad- 
dress the committee an hour on the subject. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I had intended, Mr. Chair- 
man to occupy my hour in closing the debate on 
this bill. There were some matters which I desired 
to say; but as so much time has been already con- 
sumed, and only a few days more are left of the 
session, | shall waive my right. 

{Cries of **Good !’’] 

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I moveto 
amend by adding to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky the following words: 

“ And their management and control shall be, and hereby 
is, transferred from the Ordnance Department to the Presi- 
dent of the United States.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, since 1815 the armories have 
been under the care and management of the ord- 
nance department. Persons selected from the 
Ordnance Board have been, by law, the superin- 
| tendents of those institutions since 1841. The 
gentleman from Kentucky now proposes, in his 
umendment, to take from the President of the 


ents of the national armories from the ordnance 
My-amendment is to add to that 


a transferral of the whole management of the ar- 


| mories to the President of the United States. 


My reason is simply this: the Ordnance Board 
are now responsible for the manner in which the 


the national armories, $250,000,” the following: || armories are conducted. If they are to be respon- 


which authorize the appointment of military officers to 
Superintend operations at the national armories, be, and 
the same is hereby, repealed; and froin and after the a 
sage of this act, it shall be the duty of the President of the 


Provided, That so much of all laws heretofore passed | 


United States, by and with the advice and consent of the 


| 


at each of said 


superintendents be seiected ftom their number to 
superintend them. If the superintendents are not 
to be taken from that boa 
selected over whom they may have some control 
and influence, my doctrine—and I hope the com- 


sible, they ought to have a voice in the matter, or 
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He was disposed to give to the Army that | 


United: States, who has exercised the power from || 
| the first, the power of appointment of superintend- 


; if none are to be | mu 
'| opinion that the arms now made are of a better 


178 


— 








point from all classes of the people, and relieve the 
| ordnance department of all responsibility in the 

matter. The proposition is so plain that | think 
| the committee will adopt it. ; 

I should be glad, Mr. Chairman, if I could beal- 
lowed, under the rules, to reply to one or two 
suggestions which have fallen from gentlemen 
during the diScussion on this matter. | desire to 
make some corrections. Gentlemen have stated 
what they believed to be facts, but which are net 
cts, and there is danger of the committee acting 
under misapprehension. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman must con- 
fine his remarks to the explanation of his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Therules now established 
for the regulation of the armories were made by 
the Ordnance Board. There is no provision in the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, {[Mr. Sranton,} unless the amendment 
I have offered toit be adopted, by which any reg- 
ulations can be established or enforced. Making 
provision only forthe appointment of the officers, 
the armories will be left without regulations to 
govern them. 

W hen gentlemen stand up in their places, and 
assure us from theirown knowledge that there are 
no regulations accessibleto the men, or that there 
has been a change of regulations since the military 
superintendency, was established, | desire to in- 
form the House what the facts of the case really 
are. We have had the evidence before the com- 

| mittee, and itis undisputed, of Colonel Rebb, who 
was superintendent of the armory at Springfield 
for eight or nine years previous to the military su- 
perintendency being esiablished. Fle testifies that 
a written code of laws or rather regulations was 
prepared, that they were sent to the Ordnance 
Board and approved, and that he caused them to 
be written out and read to the men because they 
were new, and then gave a copy to each inspector 
and foreman, with inetructions to show them to 
the men whenever they were called upon to do so. 

_Colonel Huger, superintendent at Harper’s 
Ferry, testified that Major Symington, his pred- 
ecessor, had the regulations written, and that he 
had them printed: Colonel Ripley says, in hie 
communication to the commissioners, that when 
he came to Springfield, he found regulations there 
which he called good, and has kept and enforced 

|| them, without material change, to the present 
ume. The charge is, that those rules are not ac- 


trary to the evidence in the case. 

It is charged, also, that men who work by the 
piece, according to an established tariff of prices, 
have had the amount of their earnings at the end 
of a month reduced, when they called for their 
pay, on the ground that the tariff had been re- 
duced, although no notice had been given of such 
reduction before the work was done. This is 
testified by Colonel B. Moore to have taken place 
while he was acting as master armorer at Harper's 
Ferry, under Major Symington’s superintendeney. 

Major Symington states in an affidavit that no 
such case ever occurred within his knowledge; 
that no reduction was ever made, unless notice 

| was given before the work was done, unless it 
occurred by the negligence of Colonel Moore nim- 
self to carry out the orders of the superintendent, 
|| to give such notice of any imtended reduction. 

It is stated, also—and much stress laid upon the 
fact—that all the inspectors and other officers who 
examined the armories, and the work manufac- 
tured there previous to 1841, when the civil gov- 

| ernment was changed to military, reported favor- 
ably as to the condition of the establishment, and 
the quality of work, and the character of the offi- 
' cers and workmen, and the constant improve- 
| ments and advances made, . 

This is undoubtedly true, and it is aluo true that 
since the appointment of military superintendents, 
the same officers have from year to year spoken 
in the highest terms of cominendation of the im- 
| provements in buildings, machinery, and the qual- 
ity of the arms manufactured. The Ordnance 
| Board, the Inspector General Churchill, the Sec- 
| retary of War, the leading mechanics in the arm- 
ories, and the two military members of the com- 
| mission which met at Springfield, all concur inthe 


} 
| 


| quality than before 1841, and that there had been 


mittee will sustain it—is, that the President of the || a constant improvement up to the present time. 
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Some of the leading owners and agents of private || Administration as possible, and | shall not touch 
erroories in the vicinity of Springfield also tesufy | Virginia. bri, 
that, in their opinion, it is better for the Govern- Bat, sir, when this Administration has been 
ment and the men employed at the armory there, diligently engaged since the Bronson and Guthrie 
that the present superintendent should remain, | correspondence in making removals of officers 
than to have any change. It is due to the House | without giving any reason; when it removed from 
that these facts should be stated and reported. the custom-house in New York a clerk who had 
it is said, too, that the military system discour- | been to the late ** Hard’’ State convention from 
ages enterprise, paralyzes inventive genius, is | Rockland county, within two days after his return 
an insult to the mechanics of the country, and | from that convention, where he had been engaged, 
weakens their attachment to our republican in- | asis said, in indorsing the Nebraska bill—but gave 
stitutions. Sir, the mechanics of this country no reasons for the removal—was it manly in these 
are above the need of any eulogium from me— | gentlemen thus adroitly to attack this Administra- 
their reputation for skill is world-wide; and if I | uon, its declaced and habitual policy, by assail- 
tictioved the charge to be true, | should be found | ing what they alleged was the same policy in these 
emong the foremost in my efforts to put an endto | military superintendents? | am sorry to see it. 
a system which produces such results. Not be- I shall pursue the subject no further, because I 
lieving the charge to be true, the obviousanswerto  see‘it excites some sensitive feelings among those 
it is, that while our mechanics, as a body, are su- who occupy a doubtful position as to the Admin- 
perior te those ofany other country in intelligence, | istration. [Laughter.] Str, the amendment pro- 
skill, and mental power, and while the instances | posed here by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
are numerous “f those who have made the most [Mr. Dickinson] 18 unnecessary—entirely unne- 
brilliant discoveries, and signalized themselves | cessary—because, by the act of 1853, authority 
by the highest scientific and literary attainments, is vested in the President of the United States, 
and been conscious that no circumstances could — “if, in his opinion, the public interests demand it, 
control or diminish the power of the ** Divinity | to place over anyof the armoriesa superintendent, 
that stirs within them’’—while we are proud, as | who does not belong to the Army;”’ and he is au- 
American citizens, of the honor they have earned — thorized to have evidence taken on that subject, 
for us as a nation, and whiie they are acquiring to appoint acommission, and to have them report 
wealth and power by the force of their own tal- | to him “ which of the two systems is the most 
ents, they need not the feeble aid which we can | economical, efficient, and safe for the management 
render them in placing them in responsible posi- | of the public armories.”’ 
tione—they need not our praise to make them Now | put it to these gentlemen here claiming 
conscious of their own deserts. They are entitled | to be friends of the Administration, whether the 
to receive, and will ever receive from every intel- || President of the United States, having this full 
ligent man, the respect due to them for their men- || power vested in him to change the system if this 
tai and moral qualities, and for their manly vir- || public interests require it, and having this oppor- 
tues; and will ever look above all distinctions of || tunity of getting all the facts in the matter, whether 
class of caste, and render to every man according | he ought, by anamendment attached to the footof 
to his desert, and cordially adopt the noble senti- | this bill,thus summarily to be deprived of a power 
ment of the poet: which a prior Congress deemed him competent to 
«‘Honor and shame from no condition rise ; || exercise? The last Congress had faith in him to 
Act well your part, there all the honor lies.” | this extent. Have these gentlemen lost all confi- 
Mr. PECKHAM. I am opposed to the amend- | dence in our President? Sir, is-it proper for us 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts,{Mr. || here,withoutan opportunity of examination, with- 
en) also to the amendment of the gentle- || out an opportunity of going over this evidence, 
man from Kentucky, (Mr. Sranton.] The Presi- || without an opportunity of knowing the facts, 


dent already has authority over this whole sub- || which he may know well and fully consider, to 

ject. I do not know that i should feelcailed upon | asume to say that he is not competent, not able, 

to defend the Administration under ordinary cir- || or not honest enough, to decide this question en- 

cumstances, but here are attacks by some of its || trusted to his decision by the last Congress? I 
1 


assumed friends, and { do not see how [ carravoid || submit in good faith to those gentlemen who are 
coming in to its defense. [Laughter } My hon- | heresitting around me,tothe gentlemen from Mary- 
orable friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bawxs,] | land, Massachusetts, and Virginia, is it becoming 
and the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Faurix- | in us, who are the supporters of the amendment; 
NER,] indirectly assail the President by assailing | (laughter,] is it becoming in us thus indirectly to 


his policy. ‘They charge that men are removed | attack it, and attack it, too, in perhaps its most as- | 


from these armories, while under military super- || sailable point? I put it to my friend from Virginia, 
; y suy f I y g 


intendence, without any reasons being assigned | [Mr. Fautxner,| the gentleman occupying, I be- | 


for the removal. lieve, the position of chairman of the Committee on 
Mr. FAULKNER. 1 call the gentleman to || Military Affairs; but if not chairman, I am sure 
order, because I cannot reply to the remarks he | he would adorn the place. | put it to him, know- 
makes, ing, as he does, that this authority is vested in the 
Mr. PECKHAM. The gentleman has had his || hands of the President of the United States, and 
hour, and he can have the opportunity of reply- || properly vested there by law, whether itis proper 
ing in a five-minute speech; and that is all the | for us, under these circumstances, to express our 
time { have, interruptions included. | direct want of confidence in him, by taking this 
Mr. FAULKNER. Very well; I will with- || power from his hands? whether it is right for us 
draw my question of order. || to assume to act ona subject which by law belongs 
Mr. PECKHAM. Gentlemen complain, I ob- || properly and exclusively tohim? Is it respectful? 
served, that men are dismissed from these ar- The President is a man of “ good intentions,” it 


| 
| 


mories, and no reason assigned. This is an in- || has been said, and | cannot find it in my heart to 


sidious attack on the Administration—covert, but || rebuke him by taking from him anauthority which || 


still unmistakable—an attack upon its private cher- || the last Congress believed him competent to exer- 
ished policy. | cise. And now I give these gentlemen notice dis- 

Ever since the Bronson and Guthrie correspond- || tinctly, that if, in this effort to defend the Admin- 
ence, the policy of the Administration has totally || istration, I should fail, | shall deem it but poor 


changed. [Laughter.] I believe noreasons have | encouragement hereafter to make any like attempt. || 


ever been offered to the public for any removal of | [Laughter.] 
any civil officer in this civil Government since that | There are many things on this subject which I 


correspondence; and [ submit to the gentleman || strongly desire to say, but | am so fearful of get- | 
whether it is becoming to make this assault upon | ting out of order—the traces of order are so gall- | 
the Administration by condemning its policy of | ingly close upon me-—that | am extremely tram- | 


making removals, not only without, but against rt meled in my efforts to repel these most unkind 
reasons, under a seeming opposition to such re- | assaults upon the President. 
movals by military superintendents? [Laughter.] | oy the hammer fell.] 
Mr. McMULLIN. I rise to a question of | 
order. || amendment to the amendment; and it was disa- 
The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New |, greed to. 
York ig in order. } Mr. FLORENCE. I[ move toamend the amend- 
Mr. PECKHAM. I must further defend the || ment by striking out the word ‘*a” before the 
Administration, 1 do not like to be interrupted, || words *‘ competent and well qualified ,”’ and to add 
because I lose too much of the little time I have || the letter ‘‘s’’ to the word ‘civilian’? and the 
left. I will be as delicate in my defense of the '! word “ superintendent,’’ so that the amendment 


he question was taken on Mr. Dickryson’s | 


THE CONGRESMONALGLOBM July tg 


| will read, ‘* competent and well qualified civilians 
| as superintendents at each of said armories » 
| Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer that amend 
_to the amendment, and the purport and obj a 
| it will be evident at a glance to the comeiten. > 
_am desirous of proceeding in order, so as irs 
without interruption, the full advantage ow 
| limited time left for this debate. Anq id hs 
here, that [am in favor of the amendmen — 
as I have offered to amend it, or as it has ther | 
| offered by the gentleman from Kentucky (M, 
Sranron.) So I care very little whether ra 
amendment prevail, or whether that of the ae 
/man from Kentucky be adopted as it Laing 
| And | suppose I am not out of order by he , 
| to the amendment offered by the gentleman fen 
Kentucky. I repeat, | desire to proceed jn site 
as I feel a deep interest in the subject unde 
consjderation, and ardently desire the ame o 
abolishing military superintendence of 
/ tional armories may prevail. 
| Lam exceedingly sorry to see so much sensi. 
| tiveness in this committee upon points of order 
I have struggled hard to obtain the floor to gq ; 
word or two, because I conceived it to be 2 
duty to do so, in defense of the skill and Zehing 
of American mechanics. It isa glorious theme 
Personally, 1 care little whether mere military 
| men are selected to superintend the national »:. 
| mories, or any other public work; but in the per. 
formance of a public duty, | prefer that, 80 far ag 
I can influence it by my vote, that those who ar. 
infinitely better capacitated by habit and agsorig. 
tion for such positions, should be selected. | am 
in favor of civil superintendence, and the employ. 
ment of mechanics in the supervision of the ng. 
tional armories, and all other public works; thers. 
| fore lam opposed to a military superintendence, 
I am especially opposed to a military superin- 
| tendence over the national armories, because ey). 
dence has been adduced, satisfactory to my mind, 
that they ought not to be under such control; and 
I tell this committee and the country, that, what. 
ever the decision of this House may be ‘at this 
| time, if it does not change this system now, that 
| decision will be reversed at some future time The 
| spirit of the American masses once aroused upon 
this subject, all opposition to it will be speedily 
/overwhelmed. 1 know intimately the spirit of in- 
| dependence which animates the heart of the work- 
| ing men, the real wealth of our country, and the 
| true sovereigns of our Confederacy. 
Mr. WALSH. Fourth of July! 
Mr. FLORENCE. 1 hope the gentleman will 
permit me to go on In my own natural way, with- 
| out interruption, whether it is ** Fourth of July” 
or not. [A laugh.] One thing is certain, ! think, 
| It is, that this committee is quite prepared to de- 
clare its independence, and abolish military super- 
|| vision of the national armories, and, indeed, over 
|| all other public works, I trust, ere long. It will, 
_ let me say in all candor, be an act worthy of this 
| Congress, and. of the day and age in which we 
live. It is.a libel upon the world-wide eharacter 
| for skill, genius, and perfection in the mechanic 
| arts of American mechanics Uvensnost our wide 
| national domain, to say, that, after having attained 
| honor and distinction in the race with other na 
| 
| 


ndment 
the na- 


tions of the world, that we have not confidence 

enough in our own artizans to entrust them with 
| positions of responsibility and public trust. For 
one, | disclaim any such unjust conclusion, and! 
believe this committee agree with me. 

[ trust | am rightin this opinion, and I earnest!y 
solicit the attention of every gentlemen here while 
LT ocenpy the floor. I feel what I speak. The Bible 
‘says, ‘‘out of the abundance of the heart the 
mouth speaketh;” and [ intend to occupy just # 
many five minutes as | can get, in order to ex- 
| press my sentiments fully and freely upon this 

question. I say, then, that the existence of mill- 
tary superintendence in these armories has re 
duced oppression and outrage. [**Hear!?’**Hear!”) 
It has reduced the wages of men after they have 
earned them, and justly earned them, too. Jt has 
caused the dismissal of mechanics and workmen 
because they dared to exercise the rights and the 
independence of freemen. These things ! ca" 
prove, from the evidence which was taken before 
the commitiee of investigation; and | say, sity! 
would be false to my daty, false to my mission 
here, and false to myself, if 1 did not rise upon 
this floor and declaim as loudly and strongly ® 

can against this system. 


| 
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ceptible of proof, I desire the committee to listen 
the testimony of Colonel Benjamin Moore. 
[ wnderstand that he is a very reputable citizen of 
: speachable veracity ; and his tesumony, which 
TT r entradicted, reveals the whole matter of the 
Se nsistencys the impropriety of, and the gross 
, and outrage committed under, military 


voverintendence of the national armories. Colo- 
nel Benjamin Moore says: - 

«Colonel Benjamin Moore, being duly sworn, testified 
as follows: 


«Question. How long have you been engaged in the 
Government service in connection with the national armo 
ec. and in what capacity ? 

« guswer. | was master armorer at Harper’s Ferry for 
about pineteen years. ; 

Question. During that time, how long were the armo- 
ries under civil, and how long under military superintend- 
ence, and who were the officers in charge: 

é Answer For ten years and nine months 1 was under 
civil superintendence ; for the balance of the time ander 
military. ‘The civil superintendents were General George 
Rast and Colonel Edward Lucas. Phe military superin- 
tendents were Major H. K. Craig and Major John Syming- 

; 
- Question. During the civil superintendency, was there 
as much order and regularity in the armory, 


r 


and as much 

work executed, and executed as well, as under the military 
stem 

pa er. There was very little difference, so far as the 
day-workmen Were concerned, between the two systems, 
but there was a great difference in the piece-workers, 
Under the civil, when a piece workman finished his day’s 
work, which he would commence, sometimes, at four 
o’elock in the morning, he was allowed to go. Under the 
military system, if a piece-worker gets through with par- 
ticular pieces of work until after the expiration of the regu- 
jor fraction of the day, he is only allowed upto the expira- 
tion of the next fraction of the day. For instance, if he 
would finish his day’s work five minutes after the half ofa 
day expired, he would have to waituntil the end of the 
pext quarter before he could leave the shop. 

« The civil had not the same facilities in point of machin- 
ery as the military. 

“ The preparations for beginning a new model began under 
the civil, but the manufacture did not commence until the 
beginuing of the military system. 

“| consider that the piece-work, as carried out under the 
civil, operated greatly to the advantage of the Government, 
whilst under the military superintendency it did not, be- 
cause men bad not the same inducement to work when 
they knew they would be kept in the shop after they got 
through, and were fatigued with their day’s labor. 

“ Question. Were the workmen as cheerful and con- 
tented under one system as under the other? and state the 
effect of the two systems upon the workmen as citizens. 

“ Answer. Under the civil system they were cheerful 
and contented, because they were permitted to exercise all 
their rights as citizens. Under the military they are not, 
because they dare not exercise all those rights, for fear of 
dismssal. As an evidence of this, Colonel Craig dismissed 
men because they went to Washington to complain of the 
piece-workmen being placed upon the same level as day- 
workers, relative to time. He took some back, but not 
until they signed a solemn obligation not to hold any con- 
sultations or meetings relative to anything that might occur 
in the armory, Or to sign any petitions to Congress relative 
thereto. This rule, | presume, can still be found at Harper’s 
Ferry, though the enforcement of it gradually stopped. I 
saw men sign it myself, 

“Men’s heads were cut off so suddenly, without any 
reason being given, that they became suspicious of each 
other, and were actually afraid to talk to men who had been 
discharged from the shop. Some of them were afraid to 
talk tome. Men were watched closely. ; 

“The military system decreased the "value of real estate 
in Harper's Ferry. The tenure of employment was so un- 
certain in the armories, that men were afraid to invest. 
One woman has two stores: she used to get $300 each for 
them. Now she rents one for $200, aud can’t rent the 
other. 

“(The Government gave the privilege of purchasing 
their lots to the workmen, so much payable out of each 
month's wages. Some men who purchased these lots 
were dismissed hy Colonel Huger.) Major &. dismissed 
one man, a crippled soldier of the war of 1812, who was a 
god filer on springs. Many men were dropped, and prom- 
a they would be taken back, but were never taken 

CK. 

** Question. By whom were you removed, and was any 
cause assigned for your removal ? 

“ Answer. | was removed by General Taylor; but as I 
had, on several occasions previous, expressed a desire to 
the Ordnance Department to resign my position, and was 
urged by General Cass, Colonel Craig, and Colonel Bom- 
fard not to resign. I became indignant at my removal, and 
Would not ask for the cause of it. 

Question. In the construction of houses and shops, 
, and other structures for the use of the establishment, is 
there under the military system as much regard paid to 
economy as under the civil system: ? 


“ Answer. No, there is not. The military superintend- 
ents spend money lavishly on their quarters. ‘The com- 
parison between their quarters and those oceupied by the 
Civil superintendents, is like the comparison between a 
Palace and a cottage. Workshops were built, under the 
military system, Soares in external appearance, but un- 
Comfortable inside. They were constructed with too many 
ee sea which made it uncomfortable to be working in 
= in summer-time. They were more like green houses 
: an workshops. One shop was built, and after it was 

one It Was discovered to be too small for the machine 
that was to g0 in it. 


would be too smail, but he disregarded my suggestion. 


so” 


Before elaborating the points I have indicated, as 


I informed Major Symington that it ; 
i) now rise. 


Monpay, March 26, 1854. 
Colonel Benjamin Moore’s examination resumed, 


*© Question. If the superin'endent were a practical me 
chanic, with good executive qualities, would he have any 


advantage over a nulitary officer of scien ific requirements | 


and experience in his profession, with like executive abil- 
ities in the management of labor, and the proper execution 
ot the work? 

* Question objected to by Mr. Dickinson. 

* Mr. Faulkner asked for the yeas and nays on the motion, 
* Shall the question be put?’ and resulted as tollows : 

* Yeas—Messrs. R. H. Stanton, C. J. Faulkner, W. R. 
Sapp—3. 

‘: Nays—Messrs. E. Dickinson, L. M. Keitt, J. L. Daw- 
son—3. 

** So it was decided not to put the question. 

** Colonel Moore here begged leave to make an explana 
tion in connection with his testimony given on Monday, the 
2Uth instant, heretofure not placed upou the record, but tu 
day ordered to be recorded. Leave being granted, be said: 

**T have worked under practieal mechanics since 1816, at 
divers places, and under all circumstances; [I have in 
spected arms made by private contractors, (practical me 
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chanics,) and | can testify of the advantage they possess | 


over men who are not mechanics, in the superintendency 


of armories. They are acquainted with matters in the pre- | 
liminary manuiacture of a musket, of which a man not a | 


mechanic would know nothing: for instance, when a bar 
rel was forged properly, when springs were bent correctly, 
when a ramrod was tempered sufficiently to straighten it. 
| He would also know the value of things. 
| he would not have sold a hundred dozen of files, which 
| cost $4 56 per dozen, at $1 25 per dozen, as was done at 
Harper’s Ferry. 


Examination resumed. 


** Question. Have any improvements been made in the 
machinery under military, avd any under civil superin- 
tendency ? if sO, state them. 
| ** answer. There have been a great many improvements 
made under civil superintendency, most of which were, in 
anticipation of their usefulness, carried out after the mili- 
tary system obtained. 
| ** Theinventive genius was more displayed under the civil 
| than under the military superintendency, because there 

was more certainty in the tenure of their employment, and 

of their being benefited by the exercise of their genius un- 
der the civi) (than uuder the military superintendency. Men, 
in some instances, were compensated tor their inventions 
under the civil; under the military superintendency they 
| were not. The inventor of a patent bitt, a workman at the 
| Springfield armory, under the military system, never got 
| paid for the use of his invention, which was of the greatest 
| benefit to the armory. 
** Hall, the inventor of the rifle to be loaded at the breech, 


men under the civil system. 
the inventor. Hail died whilst he was on a furlough. 
was a sub-superintendent. 


lam not certain as to King, 
He 


| of arms at the armories kept pace with the improvements 
| in private factories ? , 
** Answer. | can’t answer as to private factories. 
| « Question. Is the bearing of a military officer towards 
| the warkmen under hiscontrol such as, according to your 
| experience and knowledge, the mechames and workmen 
of the country are accustomed tain other empleyments ? 
Answer. Itisnot. [tis quite different from the manner 
| I have seen them treated at various placesin private estab- 
| lishments. ‘There they are recognized respectfully. The 
military treat them impolite and unkind. They are disre- 
| spectiul, and sometimes repulse the nen, especially when 
| they state grievances. | have been repulsed by one military 
man more thau [ have ever been by all the civilians t ever 
worked under in wy life put tugether. Major Symington 
has repulsed me inthe most uncivil manner. 


and Green, made their inventions whilst they were work- | 


| * Question. Have the improvements in the manufacture 


For instance, | 


| 
| 





He was in | 


the habit of making a big fuss about things being done | 
wrong, belore he kuew whetler they were wrong or not. | 


Sometimes there would be a necessity tur.a goud black - 
smith, but Major Symington would not employ one. He 


would declare that he could get good workmen at $1 50, | 


who were then getting $1 80 perdaya I was dismissed by 
| General Taylor. The repulsiou of myselfby Major Symiug- 
| ton oceurred in 1817 or (845. 


* ‘The examination of Colonel Moore was here concluded, | 


| and he was discharged. 
|. ‘ft was ordered by the committee that the evidence of 
| Colonel Moore, adduced on last Monday, be placed on 
| record. 

“This is to certify that I have examined the evidence 
hereinbefore contained, and | find it to be the same testi- 
mony of which it purports to be a true record, said testi 


mouy having been given by me. 
*“ BENJAMIN MOORE.” 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 1 am opposed to the 

| amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 

and | hope we shall take a vote upon it imme- 

diately, and I trust we shall proceed and finish 
this bill at once. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Fror- 


| not agreed to. 


The question recurred on Mr. Stranron’s amend- 
ment. 
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So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. Wrieur, 
of Pennsylvania) reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union had had the 
Union generally under consideration, and partic- 
ularly the Army appropriation bill, and ned inane 
to ho resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate by the 
hands of Mr. Assuay Dicks, its Secretary, 
informing the House that the Senate had passed, 
without amendment, a joint resolution of the 
House, and acts of the following titles: 

H. R. No. 30. Joint resolution to fix the 
compensation of the employees of the legislative 
department of the Government, and to prohibit 
the allowance of the usual extra compensation to 
such as receive the benefits hereof. 

S. No. 60.. An act authorizing the construction 
of a subterranean line of telegraph from the Mis- 
sissippi or Missouri rivers to the Pacific ocean. 

S. No. 393. An act for the better preservation 
of life and property from vessels shipwrecked on 
the coasts of the United States. 

Mr. WALSH. I movethat the House do now 
adjourn. 

Ihe motion was agreed to; and thereupon the 
House (at twenty minutes to four o’clock, p. m., ) 
adjourned till to-morrow at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


—————— — ee 





LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 

When the river and harbor bill was under consideration 
in the House of Representatives, on the Lith of July, the 
following letter from the Attorney General was read. We 
could not procure a copy at that time: 

ATTORNEY GeneRa.’s Orrice, June 12, 1854 

Srr: T have your letter of this morning on the subject of 
the Louisville and Portland canal. 

I concur entirely with the Secretary of the Treasury in 
opinion of the desirableness of some legislation at the present 
session of Congress in relation to the canal. it would an- 
doubtedly be the duty of the President, in the @sence of 
any such legislation, to endeavor to take measures to pre- 
clude a forfeiture of such rights as the United States may 
have in the canal. At the same time, it seems to me very 
undesirable and inconvenient to have the matter so left by 
Congress, as to give rise to the allegation of abandonment, 
on the part of the United States, so as to embarrass the 
Executive by the occurrence, perhaps, of a controversy 
with the Commonwealth of Kentucky. 

I think, therefore, if nothing else be practicable at pres- 
ent, that it might be well to make provisional arrangement 
for the superintendence of the canal, in anticipation of more 
complete provisions at the next session of Congress. 

1 ain, very respectfully, CALEB CUSHING. 
Hon. WitttaM Preston, House of Representatives 


IN SENATE, 
Tuespar, July 18, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sricer. 
‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, an- 
nouncing that they had passed, without amend- 
ment, the bill from the Senate regulating the 
time of holding the sessions of the district and 
circuit courts of the United States, in the eastern 
district of Louisiana; and also Senate bill for the 
relief of Thomas K. Glenn. 

‘ FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 

Mr. SUMNER. I present a memorial from 
the Pennsylvania Society for Promoting the Abo- 
lition of Slavery, the same society which enjoyed 
the friendship of Washington, and of which Ben- 
jamin Franklin, Benjamin Rusk, and Dr. Wistar, 
were early presidents. This memorial is an elab- 
Orate document, engrossed on parchment, and 
signed by the distinguished president of this day, 


| ENce’s amendment to the amendment; and it was | Dr. Parrish, of Philadelphia, with the other offi- 
| cers, and authenticated by the broad seal of the 


society. It protests at length against the ‘ugitive 
slave bill, and ** earnestly but respectfully solicits 


Mr. STRATTON. I demand tellers upon that || the Federal Legislature to adopt, with the least 


amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Fautkner 
and Parker were appoimied: 

The question was then taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 80, noes 38. 


|| So the amendment was agreed to. 


practicable delay, the proper measures for ex- 
punging from our statute-book an enactment 
which as long &s it remains there must contribute 
a dark blot upon our national character io the 
view of the civilized world.’’ 

Among the reasonsassigned by the memorialists, 


Mr. BALL. I move that the committee do |, is one to which I feel it my duty to call particular 


The motion was agreed to. 


| attention, and to crave the attention of the chair- 


o 
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man of the Committee on the Judiciary, [Mr. | to investigate the case. Colonel Dean knowing the | 
They show that, by the operation of || 


Burcer.} : 
the tenth section of the fugitive bill—which gives 
conclusive force to a record made behind the back 
of the alleged fugitive—a free colored person, with 
evidence of hia freedom, may be surrendered to 
slavery. And they add: 

“This is not an imaginery case, but is substantially 
descriptive of one which has recently occurred. A colored 
man, who had resided in Philadelphia from childhood, and 
proved by competent witnesses to be a free man, has been 
reluctantly cotisigned vo a claimantin Georgia by a United 
Siates commissioner in Delaware, under the authority of 
the section alluded to.”? 

Reference is here made to the interesting case of 
Edward Davis, who escaped from Georgia by con- 
cealing himself under the wheel-house of a steamer | 
in & most exposed situation; and who was after- | 
wards surrendered to slavery in opposition to pos- 
itive testimony to hisfreedom. Among the papers 
accompanying the memorial, is one which states 
that the commissioner declared that ‘* he would 
give fifty dollars, cheerfully, to be released from 
making the decision;’’ and that on account of it 
‘* he lost two nights sleep, and had no comfort 
whilein church on Sunday.’’ No wonder at this. 

Mr. President, it was an early maxim of the 
common law, that it were better that one hundred 
guilty persons should escape than one innocent 
person sufler. 

Mr. ADAMS. I rise toa point of order. Is 
it in order to discuss this question at length on 
the presentation of a petition? 

Mr. SUMNER. te no such purpose. I 
am merely explaining the memorial, and pressing | 
it upon the attention of the Senate. I proceed: | 
A wise man of antiquity remarked, in words often 
admired, that, in his opinion, the best Govern- 
ment was that under which a wrong to a single | 
ciuzen was resented as an injury to the whole | 
Common wealth, 
Congress has offered its homage to an American 
officer, who, in a distant sea, interposed the power 
of the Government to shield the liberty of an ob- 
scure person who claimed his protection. If the 
spirit of this act, and of these sentiments, pre- 
vailed here, an outrage like that described by the 
memorialists could not occur, without arousing 
at once the indignant judgment of Congress. 

I move the reference of the memorial to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, the Senator quotes 
one old saying from the common Jaw, There is | 


another, sir, to be derived from higher authority, || 


from the sayings of the wise man of Israel, ‘* the | 
dog will return to his vomit.”? I do not expect, | 
sir, that we shail be able to correct vicious and 
depraved instincts or corrupt taste; but I do pro- | 
test against tolerating an abuse of the rules of the 
Senate, in order to reiterate these hackneyed set 
phrases which we have heard repented so often. 
Mr. SUMNER. Iam accustomed to answer, 
on this floor, anything in the shape of argument, 
and | hold myself ready at all times to meet it. 
I hold myself, also, at all times ready to meet any 
Senator here who keeps within the rules and or- 
ders of debate, for that man is my peer; buta 
Senator who does not keep within the rules and | 
the orders of debate is not my peer. i 
Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, of course I |! 
should say nothing on this subject if the State 
which | have the honor in part to.represent had || 
not been alluded to, and alluded to in a manner in 
which it would not have been, I think, if the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts had considered well what 
he was saying. I suppose he justifies himself | 
. upon the representation of facts made in that pe- | 
tition. I only beg to say to the Senate, and | 
through them to the country, that the allegations | 
contained in the petition are not correct, and | | 
feel that this is not the proper place to set afloat || 
as facta statements which have no actual founda- | 
ton. : 
Now, sir, it so happens that I am acquainted | 
with Colonel Dean, the Senator from the city of || 
Macon, and county of Bibb, in the Legislature 
of the State of Georgia, and 1 know the case 
to which the Senator referred. I received a com- 
munication from a personal friend, Mr. Wales, 
of Wilmington, Delaware, who was one of the 
attorneys, and I think thelending attorney en 
‘in the trial, I recommended to him that if there || 
was the least belief whatever that the boy Davis | 
was a free person of color, Judge Nesbitt late of | 
the supreme court of Georgia, should be employed I 


And, sir, only at this session, || 
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facts asked that the laws of the country should be 
nvoked to try whether he was a free person of 
color or not. Heis now in Georgia, and theques- 
tion can be tried there. A correspondence has 
taken place on the subject between Mr. Dean and 
some individuals at Wilmington. 


Mr. Dean stated to them that the boy was there, | 


and that, if any of them believed he was a free 
person, and could convince him such was the fact, 
he would be the last man in the world to retain in 
slavery any one who was notaslave, The matter 
passed off in that way; but the honorable Senator 
trom Massachusetts to-day has set it afloat 
throughout the whole country that, by the laws of 
the United States, and by the decision of a com- 
missioner in the State of Delaware, a free man 
has been sent intoslavery. If | were to ask the 
Senator if he made this statement from any knowl- 
edge of his own, he would say he did not, but 
that he spoke from the representations contained 
in this petition. 


Now, sir, I submit to him and to the country || 


whether it is proper thus to attempt to excite sec- 
tional jealousies upon a presumed state of facts; 


and whether it is justifiable to allow those per- | 


sous who are governed by prejudice or fanaticism, 
or any other feeling whatever, to make this body 
an instrument by which they may circulate their 
statements, when it is known, or ought to be 
known, that they are not true? 

Mr. President, if we go on in this course, and 
gentlemen who take pleasure and feel a gratifica- 
tion in exciting one section of this country against 
the other, continue in this way, conservative men 


will ask why is it done; for what purpose can it | 


be? Can it be the result of a patriotic feeling, or 
is it the result of a determination so to excite one 
section against the other'so as to lead to disunion ? 

Why, sir, no longer ago than two days since, 
[ happened to come across an Abolition paper 
called the Emancipator, and there | read a speech 
of Wendell Phillips, who is himself the great 


| leader of the party or faction to which the Sen- 
ator belongs, in which he said the Constitution of 


the country established slavery; that by it the 


| South was justified; that the Constitution required 
| the rendition of persons escaping from service, 
and the principle to which he appealed was the | 


destruction of the Constitation. As an evidence 


of what he and his followers intend, they burnt || 
up that sacred instrument and also this law, and | 


proclaimed that the disunion of these States was 
the only tourse that could rescue them from the 
oppression, as they call it, of slavery. 

Now, am | to believe that the Senator from 
Massachusetts, under the influence of this feelmg, 
is making an effort to bring about that state of 


affairs, which is so much desired by the leaders of || 
Does he desire to see accomplished | 


the party ? 
the results contemplated by the individual to 
whom I have reference, and others connected with 
him? I surely think not. 


Then, after the Congress of the United States | 


have passed a law which has been approved by 
the President, and acknowledged to be constitu- 
tional, why does he not, like a law-abiding man 


| and a patriot, submit to the Government of his 


country, and not attempt to excite prejudices and 
jealousies ? 
dissolved. It can only be then for some personal 
consideration. W hat can that personal consider- 
atien be, but to throw around him a party—a 
party which he knows is forming against the Con- 
stitution of his country and the Union of these | 
States. That can be the only feeling. It is not | 
for the purpose of advancing the prosperity or the | 
happiness of the Union, but it is for the purpose 
of advancing the prospects of the individual. 
Now, sir, I submit to the country and to the | 
members of this body, whether we shoulf make | 


|| ourselves a mere instrument in the hands of these | 


fanatics? I will be pardoned for calling them so. 
For those who are sincere, and honest, and | 
overned by feeiings of the heart, and have no | 
ypocrisy, I have a respect, but in regard to | 
those who are governed by personal feelings and | 
considerations, and who desire to make them- | 
selves the leaders of this party, or to acquire no- | 
toriety at the expense of the country, | cannot 
call them patriotic. 
Here, sir, ! am the representative of a State | 
having as much prosperity, and, I trust, as much 
patriotism as any Statein this Union That State 
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escended 9 
came f; 

M a8sachuserty 
Massachusetiy 


tolerates slavery—a slavery that has d 
_us from our ancestors—a slavery that 
| the ancestors of the Senator from 
on a from the State -of 
| With this destiny implanted upon 

all the efforts of Aon me and philanthes He 

' render the condition of all mankind blacy 

white, in that section of the world ha rae 
prosperous, are we to be daily irritated nf te 
plexed by the solemn declarations we hay. .» 

| heard uttered by the Senator from Massachus 

| —calculated todo what? Calculated to make th 

| impression abroad that cruelty is existing in the 

| South; that we of the South would take q fi . 

| man and convert him into a slave, ” 

These are the allegations which have been mag 
| Surely they are such as the feelings of no seq) 2 
| of the country ought to approbate. They feats 
| to recollect well, and I say to the Senator ae 
he ought to know, and he ought to feel, and |, 
does’ know, and he does feel, that he is makings 
instrument of himself here, merely to irritate the 
judgment and the feeling of gentlemen who rep. 

_resent the southern country, and whose desi: 
has been planted there. Though he may cop. 

sider it a duty incumbent on him to present thes 

| petitions, ke ought to avoid presenting them in ap 
offensive manner; he ought to avoid the “ase of 
language calculated to irritate gentlemen. But the 

Senator, I regret to say, repeats those things as if 
_ the section of country to which I belong, was, 

section which was dishonoring the Union of thes 
| States, and dishonoring the character of human 

_mature. Then, not he, but the leaders of his 
party, go further and say that we are governej 

by a Constitution which is a degradation to oy 

| nation, and that we are preserving a union which 
| is calculated to damn us im futurity. Why do 
| this? Ought not the country, and ought not the 

Senator, to know that these things are not caley. 
_ lated to harmonize, that they are not calculated to 
arrest what he considers to be an evil, and never 
/can have such an effect? If the enlightenment 
of the age, if the improved state of the nation, if 
| the character of the South cannot manage this 
| institution, which he calls an evil, I ask him if 
|| he has any instrumentality, or any capacity by 
_ which he ean eradicate it or ameliorate it? | take 
this occasion to say to him, and to his friends, 
| that instead of benefiting the condition of the 
people whom they desire so niuch to alleviate, 
they are planting more firmly the roots of that 
| which they wish to destroy. They are attempting 
| to make that section of the country rebellious; 
|| they are, by the acts which are being perpetrated— 
_ I do not say by him, but by the persons whom he 
| représents, and whose medium he is—endeavoring 
| to induce a certain class of population in our 
country to escape to the northern States, and then 
to raise all these exciting questions. W hat reason 

| is there for it, except a mere desire to excite the 

| public mind by creating a great uproar in relation 
|| to these questions? 

But, sir, | did not intend to say much. I rose 
| merely to speak of the facts, because | am one of 
_ those who consider this question as having passed 

|| by, and who had hoped it would not be agitated 

| here again. My object in rising was merely 0 

| correct the Senator’s statement as to Colonel Dean, 





He does not desire to see the Union+) the owner of the boy Davis, to whom he has re- 


ferred. The boy, as I understand the facts, ss 
| they have been neha roved in the trial in De- 
aware, and as they will be proved again, is a per 
fectslave. I now assure the Senator, if he wishes 
/to look into the matter, he can go to the town of 
| Macon, in the State of Georgia. I will accom- 
pany him there, He will receive no affront. He 


'| shall be protected in every form and shape. He 
| shall be protected like any other gentleman who 


passes through our country. The boy shall be 
there. The Senator may institute a habeas corp. 
He may select a jury in the State of Georgia 0 
try the case, and if he, as well as the jury, 0 
not sutisfied that the boy isa slave, 1 pledge my- 
self that he shall be given up. ; 
Upon this statement and these facts, which can 
be substantiated, is it not unjust to misinform the 
country, and to attempt to excite the feelings of 
that portion of the North who are excited about 
this matter, to attempt to inflame them, and (0 
talk about these who are petitioning Cor 
‘being the friends of Washington and 
Franklin? Why is this? It is done for the per 
pose of proclaiming to the country that the friends 
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of those glorious men who gave us the Constitu- 


j 


| taken, and I agree with the Richmond Enquirer—a few | 


: : : more such victories, and the return of slaves from the North | 
tion which we now enjoy, entertain particular | will be of the past, not the present. [rejoice that our 


Jinions, and that the present Congress is doing || Pennsylvania frends have petitioned for the repeal of the 
of hing extraordinary, and that the South are fugitive slave law. Itis odious to all decent men of feeling. 
somel ans s! Those great men sustained no | Guthrie, who got ten dollars for returning poor Davis, de 
cruel oppressors - h et forth in the petition || “!@red to me he would have given fitty dollars cheerfully to 
such opinions as “ ose 8 7 ; p || be released from making the decision. It showed one of 

resented by that Senator this morning. two things: it was repugnant to bis feelings to do it, or 
his is all wrong. I have noexcitement about | ashamed to own he done it willingly. He declared to me 
™ citizen of this Union, as a Union he lost two night’s sleep, and had no comfort while in 
it. But as a " preservation of the Conatitu- charch on Sunday, reflecting on it. Well, he swallowed 


san, desiring the || the pill, and I presume he will soon be able to conquer his 
sen, it does disturb me. 1 should feel more sat- || prejudice. 


ished, as a member of this body, if the Senator Thine truly, THOS. GARRETT. 
himself would ane wont prope iay ype re ree | Mr. RUSK. Mr. President 

ded to another, whose decorum ts Known | ; os 
— i: beade . patriot should do, would | Sees the Senator allow mt to 
rely upon celncinie, and not upon prejudice; if he | ‘Mr RUSK “i aeneiaal through with what'l 
would recognize the ps ae pt of, nie ee | intended to say. [ shall be in a minute. With 
- oo 7 " an. he 28 gy pet ge |, regard to the billingsgate and falsehoods towards 
ysturving tt, ° 


ove || the South in that letter I have nothing to say. | 
that 4 parla ane Fpseclulrpsscne cada care nothing. about them. They are the capital 
tion, | should pro a 7 i ies. i t the ve to 8a 
Senator in relation to his constitutional views; but of aaed cael It is _ i o - oto 7 
é‘ Jo it, because it might lead to a pro- || i" reply to all arguments. Destitute of principle, 
I will not do tt, |, they must, as a matter of course, have resort to 
longed awn t ove to lay this paper upon || the calling of names and to the utrerance of false- 
ai we e is leading .n delete pap P hoods to sustain them in the seeming plausibility 
the table, as! Ty 


Mr. RUSK. There is a paper connected with = — say; but here is the principle to 
Mf. ’ : . . a st. 

that petition, to the reception of which I object. | aidieeeieaatieeas this body writes a letter to an in- | 
It is a letter, a very prejudiced one, which seems 


dividual about a transaction, evoking from that 
to have been drawn from a Quaker of Delaware by ’ g 


. . individual an answer which is slanderous towards 
a letter addressed to him YY a Senator in this body, | 


|| the 6fficer who executed the law, and then pre 
the Senator from Massachusetts. That letter re- | ’ f 


-. || sents it to this body. Itis a paper slanderous to 
aa poems ant ene upon the South, and it | that officer, and a libel upon him. It talks about 
reflects upon > 


0 Q || the power of his conscience; that he could not 
Mr. MASON. The Senator from Maseachu have comfort in church; that he got ten dollars for 
setts has brought the paper before us. He is re- 


: > : || sending this man back. Such poor, pitiful, trifling 
ov to the Senate for it, and I ask thatit may expressions as these, which form the capital of 
e read. } 


Mr. SUMNER. Let it be read || certain persons are indulged in. This is the prin- 
Wit, OU Wis’ Ek. ° 


iple which | object to. No Senator here has a 
I : oP J) 
The Seereiary roe om rete orate vasa. || right to draw from anybody an ex parte slanderous 
x ae : cand itt, statement towards a private individual, much less 
O ALL WHOM IT MA NC : , Sainue 

Guthrie, commissioner, residing at New Castle, this day, towards an officer of the Government, and then 
to request of him a copy of his decision in the case of Ned || spread it on the records of the Senate. I object 
Davis, the salt water fugitive, which he declined to fur- || to the reception of the paper. 
nish; first, because it would take some two or three Mr. GWIN. I want to ask a question of the 
hours to write out his decision; and second, he did not | Chai " D : h h bi li h 
wish to write out an Opinion just to satisty the public, that air. oes a motion that the subject lie on the 
would be published in the papers, and then torn to pieces |, table stop debate? 
by those who might see fit to comers upon it; hehad|| The PRESIDENT. Certainly it does. 
given his decision for the delivery of Davis, and did not r 
feel bound to furnish the public with his reasons for so doing. || Mr.GWIN. Then I move that it lie on the 
He further stated that John Wales, esq., was present, and | table. 


had taken down the heads of his reasons fur deciding as | Mr.SUMNER. On that motion I call for the 
he did, or he should have furnished them. He seems to yeas and nays. 


have forgotten that, at the time, he promised to write it out . 
at his leisure, and give itto us. He also told me the day of || Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President 


the decision, before he gave it publicly, that he hadcom- || The PRESIDENT. Debate is not in order on 


menced to write it out, but, not being well, had net com- || this motion 
pletedit. At the time alluded to, the morning before he gave 
up Davis, he stated to me that be was not prepared to say but Mr. BAYARD. I hope the honorable Senator 
what Ned Davis was entitled to his freedom, by the laws of || will withdraw it for a few minutes. 

Maryland ; but that must be proved in Georgia, from whence Mr-GWIN. I will give way to the honorable 


he escaped, if anywhere. He had positive proof that he | ; 
; ; a minute, if i} re- 
was held as a slave by Dean, of Georgia, and he could not Senator from Delaware for a m » if he will re 














not go into the case to determine whether or no he was || B&W the motion. J 
held there according to law. The proof of his being held Mr. BAYARD. I should not take part in this 
there as a slave was the ground of his decision. If he 


. von “sr discussion, or any notice of the communication 
had been so kind as to have furnished the friends of Ned . ae 
Davis with those facts—that he could not go into the justice || which is now before the Senate, though not ad- 
of Dean’s claim to Davis, but must return him at all haz- || dressed to the body, were it not that | am person- 
ey Sai a been oe than folly to employ |\ ally acquainted with the character of the individual 
eouncil to attend to his case at all. | wh te that letter. I may say of him that 
Very eetfully 9S. Gi ; || Who wrote na . y y of ’ 
; rn ares SRDS. GARBERT || upon the subject of slavery—the abolition of Slav- 
OARS ag sen) em gy mein = dapat {| ery—he is a maniac. Sir, it has been my fortune, 
days since Dylwin Parrish, of Philadelpia, sent me a letter || within the last ten years, since 1846, to be em- 
he had received from thee, requesting all the important | ployed to bring action against that very man, not 
a the trial and return of Ned Davis, claimed || under the present fugitive slave law, but under the 
y Dean, of Georgia, as asiave. Lat once put thy letter | : “902 f, ; 
and his into the hands of ex Senator Wales, who was em- 1] law which had stood net 1793, ee l call - 
ployed to defend Davis, and requested him to write out all || stealing or aiding to steal slaves who ha escap 
the facts, and forward to thee. At the same time I'gave | from the State of Maryland into the State of 
2 os eae 7 E. A. Nesbit, an ee || Delaware. I brought several actions against him, 
‘ ; gia, who ha en written to to test the valid- ‘ ; bs 
ity of Dean’s claim to Davis, in answer to which he wrote | and i oem me ee mapeneiot een ; I . 
us he was dead, but were he in life, he would not hesitate || tained verdicte from the juries, without leaving the 
to undertake his case. Wales will forward the copy of } box, to the amount of nearly $8,000; but he 





that letter, also one from his brother, cut from the Pennsy!- || led hi od d | 
Shite eee ther, cut from the Pen: | smuggled away his property in some mode, and | 
legeiedaes men oe Ris eee ae ne aed || covered it up, 80 that only $2,000 of the amount 
Suggestion, | Guthrie, at New Cantle, to get his || Of the verdicts could be got outof him. So.stron 
on » # went to see Guthrie, at New Castle, to get his , go : . ne 
8 statement, which thee will see he declines to give, for || was the sentiment of the jury in my county, (in 


Feasons set forth, and afterwards contradicts himse/f by say - i i i- 
ing he would have furnished the hneede of it ic Wale, ei | which } admit there ure a vast number of Aboli- | 


not been present, and taken it down. 1 showed the within tionisis, and persone who ere infected with the 
statement to Wales, and he directed me to say he would peculiar notions of the Society of Friends,) that 
send thee all the documents he ean furnish in the ease in a || when, after the verdicts of the juries in. those 


day ortwo. We are boastingl i i j 
"I y told that the South is not | cases had been given, and the penalties awarded | 
wares but honorable, and that a colored person can al. | under the act of Con ress I rat him for trespass 
Meet ve a fair trial fur his freedom tliere ; nay, more, I || - 7 ereae, : eae) 
Of the Uently been boastingly told they are so tenacious | de bonis asportatis, the jury gave me, without leav- 
the rights there, that there are always attorneys of good 
es enough to be found there t volunteer to see that 
au have a fair trial. What has t such a sudden 
there?) The Nebraska-K bill, or the Burns 
&t Boston? I was in Boston at the time Burnswas 


' 


| ing the box, the full amount of the value of the | 
slaves, in addition to the penalty of the act of | 
Congress. He had been accessory to the removal | 
of slaves by one of the modes in which these | 
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gentlemen, who are so exceedingly philanthropic, 
remove the property of others, and take it from 
its owners. He paid the penalty in that case. 
I méntion this as the character of the man, in 
order that you may see that in any question con- 
nected with slavery, | would not take his word 
for any statement of fact under oath, or not under 
oath; because [ consider him a maniac on the 
subject. I believe such is the general estimation 
of him in the neighborhood in which I live. 

As regards the commissioner in that case, Mr. 
Guthrie, he is a gentleman of high standing at the 
bar, a modest, retiring, firm man. 1! presume he 
based his opinion upon the ground which I main- 
tain, under the act of Congress for the delivery 
of fugitives; and it is this: The object of the act 
ig nat to try the question of freedom or slavery— 
to determine it finally—because the effect of the 
decision of the commissioner cannot be such as 
regards the rights of masters. If the slave is re- 
turned into his own State, under the laws of that 
State he has the right to apply for his freedom 
if he iB entitled to it. The principle of the fugi- 
tive slave law, as | understand it, is, that slavery 
being acknowledged by the Federal Constitution, 
for the purpose of the return of fugitive slaves, if 
slavery is the condition of the black man in the 
State from which he escapes, and you prove the 
fact that he was held in slavery at the time he es- 
caped, and that he did escape, then it follows of ne- 
cessity that being in a state of slavery he cannot, 
by his escape, change the jurigdiction which is to 
determine his right to freedom one way or the other. 

That | suppose to be the principle of the law 
It is a mere ex parte proceeding. It does not bind 
the slave when he is returned into the State from 
which he has escaped, and where he has been held 
in slavery; but the question of freedom or slavery 

'may still be determined there. This is the only 
fair interpretation of thatlaw. You are to pro- 
ceed_upon it ‘precisely as you doin reference to 
the escape Of criminals, fugitives from justice. 
You do not mean to try the question whether the 
man is guilty or not of the crime before you re- 
turn him, but you return him that he may be tried 
in the State from whence he escaped. So, by 
parallel and analagous reasoning in reference to 
the slave, the Constitution recognizes the right to 
hold slaves in the States in which slavery is recog- 
nized, and it provides for their retura; and I say, 
on no principle, if slavery exists in a State, can 
the party held to slavery, shift the juriediction 
into another State by his escape. All you have 
to do is to show the fact that he was held to sla- 
very. If he was held wrongfully, he can apply 
to the State in which he was held; but ‘he cannot, 
by his escape, change the jurisdiction which is to 
determine whether he isaslave ornot. I may be 
wrong in this opinion. 1 am not going to dilate 
on itnhow. I am not going into all the principles 
which [ think necessarily and properly result from 
it. No doubt f differ in opinion from the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

It is on that ground, I gather from this letter, 
that the commissioner in Delaware decided on 
this case, and | think rightfully. Were I a com- 
miesioner, and were a party brought before me as 

| a fugitive slave, and his escape from another State 

| was proved to me, oradmitted by himself, I should 
not enter into the question of whether, under any 
technical construction of the laws of the State he 

| was, or was not, legally a slave there. It would 
be enough for me to know that he was held in 
slavery, and instead of resorting to the laws of 

| the State in which he was held, and which would 

| have removed the evil if he was unjustly held, I 
say, On & Mere summary proceeding, which is not 
intended to determine finally the question of sia- 

| very at all, which does not bind the rights of the 
negro, which would not be evidence for the pur- 


1 pose of holding him in slavery, ard which goes no 
} 


further than into the prima facie ease, if the facts 
| were established that he was held in slavery, and 
| that he had esexped while so held, I should return 
him. 
| Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President—— 
Mr. RUSK. Will the Senator allow me to 
| state my point of order? I object tothe reception 
of that paper, first, because it 1s not addressed to 
the Senate, and secondly, because it contains 
| statements which are disrespectful to the South. 
The PRESIDENT. The question then will be 
| upon the reception of the paper, and that question 
| i@ not debatable, unless by unanimous consent. 
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Mr. SUMNER. I throw myself upon the 
magnauimity of the Senate to make a brief state- 
“ment. 

Mr.CLAY. The Senator from Louisiana has 
the floor. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 

Mr. SUMNER. I do not desire 

Mr. TOOMBS. Does it require unanimous 
consent to permit the Senator to proceed ? 

The PRESIDENT. In the opinion of the 
Chair, it does. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Then if it does, 1 object. 

Mr. SUMNER. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator from Louisiana 
was recognized, and has the fluor. 

Mr.SUMNER, Will the Chair be kind enough 
to state how the matter stands? 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Texas 
objected to the reception of the paper, which has 
been read, Thatis the question before the Senate. 
A motion was also made by the Senator from 
California, that-the motion to refer the petition lie 
on the table, The other question is first before 
the Senate. 

Mr.SUMNER, TheSenator from California 
moved to lay the motion to refer upon the table. 

Mr. CHASE. That was withdrawn. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, Themouon of the Senator 
from California was withdrawn, and after the 
Senator from Delaware addressed the Chair, | 
was recognized as having the floor. 

The PRESIDENT. That is true. The motion 
was withdrawn, and the Senator from Louisiana 
was entitled to the floor. The question now is 
upon the reception of the paper objected to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. And thatis not debatable. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion 
that itis not debatable. 

Mr. SUMNER. | ask the Chair whether the 
first question Is not on.the motion to refer the 
memorial ? 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas 
objects to the reception of one of the papers pre- 
sented by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WELLER. That is, not debatable. 

Mr. SUMNER, 
paper cannot be received ? 

The PRESIDENT. It is for the Senate to de- 
cide whether it shall be received or not. 

Mr. SUMNER, 
reception. I do desire to press the memorial. 

The PRESDENT, The question, then, is on 
the reference of the memorial. 

Mr. SUMNER. I withdraw the paper. 

Mr. RUSK. Dol understand that the paper to 
which | object is withdrawn? 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Massachusetts withdraw it? 

Mr. SUMNER. |I do. 

The PRESIDENT. The question now is on 
the reference of the memorial. 

Mr. SUMNER. And now 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I have the right to the 
floor. 

Mr. SUMNER. I believe I have possession 
of the floor. I desire to say but a few words. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SUMNER. In the impatience of the Sen- 
ate, | do not desire to follow the discursive address 
to which we have listened from the Senator from 
Georgia, (Mr. Dawson,] or the Senator from 
Delaware, (Mr. Bavarp,] touching the various 


I am willing to yield it. 








— ef law and of fact in this matter, which has | 
My object is | 
I } 


een so suddenly brought before us. 
simply to set myself right. That I can do. 
know, sir, that | can set myself right always. 
in presenting this memorial, I performed a sim- 
ple duty. I had also a pleasure in its perform- 
ance. [t wasa memorial from an eminent society 
which has enjoyed much honor in this country, 
and from which memorials have always been wel- 
comed in Congress, from that early memorial 


THE CON 


Do IL understand that that | 


| have no desire to press its | 


| dent, to whom I have referred several papers 
| which accompany the memorial; and also, sub- 
sequently, a letter from a gentiemanvof Delaware, 
personally unknown to me, and with whom | am 
not aware that | had had any previous commu- 
nication. As the letter from. Delaware related to 
this matter and contained what purported to be a 
certificate of facts, regarded asimportant, | placed 
it among other papers accompanying the memo- 
rial; and, under these circumstances, | presented 
them all to the Senate. If the letter contained 
any expressions just!y obnoxious to Congress or 
disrespectful to this body, I did not take note of 
them at the ume. ‘ ’ 
Such, sir, is my simple explanation of these 
facts; and now with regard to one suggestion that 
| has fallen from the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
|. Dawson,] that there are persons here who seek 
| to arouse odium against the South, or to create 
excitement and ulceration of feeling there. I say 
distinctly that | am not one of those persons, nor 
do | believe that any such exist. Sir, | desireno 
such thing. | desire justice simply; that is all. 
| wish to see this Union, which binds us all to- 
gether, a Union of peace and harmony, in fact 
and in name; but, above all, let it be a Union, 
where freedow. is maintained by constitutional 
laws. And permit me to say, that just so long as 
an enactment continues on the statute-book, which 
defies every sound principle of constitutional law, 
and every axiom of free institutions, Senators 
| must expect that it will be met by’ the strongest 
| language of reprobauon which can come from 
honest hearts, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I do not desire to enter 
into any general question of the constitutionality 
of the fugitive slave law, orto excite any further 
| discussion on a topic which, in my estimation, 

ought to be banished from the Halls of Congress; 

but on several occasions, on this floor, when the 
question has arisen in the Senate in relation to the 
| precise construction which the Senator from Mas- 
| sachusetts places upon those articles of the Con- 
stitution which are intended to secure to the South 
the return of its property when it has escaped into 
free States, the Senator has declared that his state- 
| ments, or his opinions, upon the subject have 
been misrepresented. I have listened to him, 
upon each occasion, with great interest, and I can 
assure him, with a sincere desire to ascertain his 
| precise views of the constitutional obligation on 
that point; and I did determine, as no one else 
had done it, that on the very first occasion. on 
which this question should be raised in the Sen- 
ate | would endeavor to obtain some distinct 
knowledge of his opinion. 

Now, Mr. President, the Constitution of the 
United States is composed of a very few articles. 
There are but seven of them in all. The first 
provides for the organization of the legislative 
department of the Government; the second for 
the executive; and the third for-the judiciary. 
The fourth treats of the relation of the States be- 
tween themselves, and between themselves and the 
General Government. The fifth is confined to the 
subject of amendments to the Constitution; the 
sixth to a declaration of the general principle that 
the laws of the United States are paramount to 





those of the States; and the seventh to the ratifica-* 


tion of the Constitution itself. The fourth article, 
which treats of the relations of the States between 
themselves and of their relations to the General 
Government, contains but four short sections. 
The first provides that ‘full faith and credit shall 
be given in each State to the publie acts, records, 


and judicial proceedings of every other State.’”’ | 


The second is divided into three paragraphs, the 
first of which says, that ‘‘ the citizens of each State 
shall be entitled to all privileges and immunities 
of citizens in the several States.’’ The second 
aragraph says, that a ‘* person charged in any 
tate with treason, felony, or other crime, who 


RESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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Now, sir, the Senator from Massachusetis 
On 


| several occasions upon this floor has den: 
obligation, as | understand him, under theme! . 
tution of the United States, to deliver y fi — 
slaves from the free States to the own oe 
slave States. | understand that to be the ~ 
| of hisdenial. I will respectfully ask the on™ 
| from Massachusetts to inform me if that ; oo 
he asserts ? * wha 

Mr. SUMNER. The manner of 

from Louisiana is always so kind and : ate 
| conformity with the proprieties of debate th ; 
| shall have great pleasure in answering his 7 
Rely 


|tions; but I should prefer to wait until je 
I simply wish to inguin 


through. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. 
_of the Senator from Massachusetts whether by 
acknowledges any obligation imposed by the Cor. 
stitution of the United States, for the return of 
| fugitive slaves from the free States to those’ 
| whom they are held to service or labor jp th 
| slave States. That is the only question which | 
desire to propound to him before | proceed with 
what I have to say. 

Mr. SUMNER. And before I answerth 
_ tion, I desire to ask the Senator from Louisian 

whether, under the clause of the Constitutiog of 
the United States, which secures to the citizens 
every State the privileges and immunities of gig. 
zens of the United States, a colored citizey of 
| Massachusetts can, without any crime, jn South 
Caroliva or Louisiana, be s¢ized and thrown jn 
prison, and then afterwards, on failure to pay og. 
tain alleged jail fees, be sold absolutely into x). 
| very? 
| Mr. BENJAMIN. I will answer that { thing 
that is entirely unconstitutional. 

Mr. SUMNER. 1 am very glad that the Sep. 
ator says it is entirely unconstitutional. | yi 
then ask the Senator if he is ready in his place tp 
introduce an act of Congress to carry out that 
| provision of the Constitution, to secure to the col. 
| ored citizens of the North their rights in Sous 
Carolina and Louisiana? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. This is a very extraoni- 
} nary method of answering a question. | hare 
| heard of the Yankee method of answering one 
question by asking another; but this is answering 
one by asking two. [Laughter.] It was notmy 
desire to enter into any polemical controversy 
upon this subject with the honorable Senator from 

assachusetts; but, as | stated before, | put the 
question with a sincere and earnest desire to as- 
certain whether he and the gentlemen with whom 
he acts, or whose organ he is upon this floor, really 
| recognized any constitutional obligation on the 

part of the free States, or on the part of Congress, 
to provide for the return of a fugitive slave from 
'| the free to the slave States? hether that obii- 


at Ques. 









.| gation exists anywhere under the Constitution’ 


| Or in other words, whether this article of the 
| Constitution was intended to apply to slaves’ 
Mr. SUMNER. Before answering the question 
of the Senator, [laughter,] 1 should like to have 
him deal by me as he desires me to deal by him. 
I should like to have him tell me whether it isi 
the power of Congress, under the clause of the 
Constitution to which | have referred, and whic, 
is side by side with the other clause on “ fugitives 
from labor,”? to pass an act to secure to colored 
citizens of the North, their rights in South Care 
| lina and Louisiana? The Senator must answer 
| that question before he can confront this discus 
| sion. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. My object is answer 
sir. 
Mr. CLAY. Exactly; do not say anotet 
word, ; 
| Mr. BENJAMIN. I imagine? sir, that there 
is not a man in the country who will not ne¥ 
| thoroughly understand the object for which | fr 


answered. 





, the question. That object is ar 
‘| a plain, respectful inquiry put to the Senator from 
assachusetts, in relation to his understanding . 
the provision of the Constitution, about which 
declared his sentiments upon this floor, and in 
lation to which he has always said that his sel” 
|| ments have been misconstrued, he has ans# 
| by submitting to me a series of inquiries. “ 
*<No person held to service or labor in one State, under || Swered the first, sepwrs that upon my vane 
the laws thereof, escaping iuto another, shall, in conse. | ing that, he would n be willing to answer ™Y 


signed by Benjamin Franklin, down to the pres- 
enttime. And it urged a prayer which | am 
always glad of an opportunity to urge. 

When f had the honor to receive the memorial 
some time ago from the eminent president of the 
society, | wrote to him, acknowledging its recep- 
tion, and suggested to him that it would be im- 
portant, in carrying out the desires of the society, 
to accompany the memorial with such evidence as 


shall flee from justice, and be found in another 
State, shall, on demand of the Executive authority | 
of the State from which he fied, be delivered up, 
to be removed to the State having jurisdiction of | 
thecrime.”’ 


The third paragraph says: 









an- 


they could present in relation to the specific griev- || (eMce Of any law or regulation therein, be discharged || question. Instead of that I find myself put up 
ance set forth in the memorial. In response to || 7", oF Gee pasag we when bach vervine ~ oe: may ‘be || the stand. I shall, therefore, decline further dis- 


———..__ 


that letter, 1 received from Dr. Parrish, due.” cussion. 


presi- 
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1, SUMNER. I desire to say one word. 
have the floor, I believe. 
‘Tie PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


from California moves that the question lie upon 


the 0 SLIDELL. If the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts has no right to proceed but by unanimous 
consent, Fobject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California moves that the petition lie on the 
bl 
apie. . , 

} Mr. CLAY. The subject. 

Mr. SUMNER. Have I not the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
js not debatable. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER, when his name was called, said: 
| answer ‘no.’ L want everything to come. Let 
the crisis come as soon as it can. 

Thequestion being taken by pene and nays, re- 
suited--yeas 37, nays 14: as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Atchison, Badger, Bay” 
ad, Benjamin, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cass, Clay, 
Clayton, Dawson, Dixon, Dodge of fowa, Douglas, Evans, 
Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Gwin, Houston, Hunter, Jobnuson, 
Jones of lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, 
Norris, Petit, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Stidell, Stuart, 
Thomson of New Jersey, Toucey, and Weller—37 


I call for the yeas and nays 


} 


yr. GWIN. 1 move that this subject lie on 


THE CONGRESSION 

















before the Senate, that by pressing the motion to 
reconsider, | may unadvisedly, and against my 


I || intention, do serious injury tow. Now, therefore, 


| with the understanding that it is to enable the 


|| Senate to determiné whether they will adhere to 


NAYS—Messrs. Butler, Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, 


Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Gillette, Hamlin, James, Rockwell, 
Sumner, Toombs, Wade, and Waiker—14. 


So the miotion was agreed to. 


TELEGRAPH TO THE PACIFIC. 

Mr. BADGER. I ask the Senate now to take 
up for consideration the motion submitted by me 
some time since, to reconsider the vote on the 
passuge of the bill authorizing the construction of 
a subterranean line of telegraph from the Missis- 
sippi or the Missouri river to the Pacific ocean. I 
will make an explanation, and then hope the Sen- 
aie will indulge me in my request. I made the 
motion to reconsider, not because | had changed 
my mind in regard to the bill, but because I 
thought it highly important that it should be acted 
upon by a full Senate; and it passed before with- 
out a full Senate, and by a majority of but one 


vote. | made the motion at the instance of gen- | 


tlemen for whose opinions | entertain the highest 
respect. 
up, and for the purpose of doing justice all round, 
and to ascertain the sense of the Senate without 
any further consumption of time, if my request is 
agreed to, | shall ask leave of the Senate to with- 


I wish now to have that motion taken | 


draw the motion to reconsider, and then that can | 


be voted upon as a test question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Baicur 
in the chair.) The question is upon the motion 
made by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. WELLER. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon that motion 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BADGER. I imagine that the Senator 
from California does not understand the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. EVANS. Will the Chair state precisely 
the proposition which is before the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is on the 


question of granting leave to the Senator from | 


North Carolina to withdraw the motion to recon- | 


sider, 


Mr. BADGER. I made the motion that the 
Senate take up the ‘bill for consideration, and I 
stated that if the Senate agreed to take it up, I 
— ask leave to withdraw the motion to recon- 

er. 

Mr. WELLER. That is the question before 
the Senate—shall he have leave to withdraw the 
motion ? 

Mr, BADGER. I do not so understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair 
understood the motion to be to withdraw the 
motion to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. BAYARD. The pending motion now is 
to take it up. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, it will be taken up. 

here was no objection. 

Mr. BADGER. Now, Mr. President, I will 
ry a little more distinctly the reasons why, as 
have said, { shall submit the motion. | find, 
“!T, in consequence of the state of the business 


| the bill which they passed or not, | move for leave 
to withdraw the motion to reconsider. 
Mr. STUART. Asa test question. 


consider. Upon that motion the yeas and nays 
| have been demanded. 
Mr. DAWSON. The question is whether leave 
shall be granted to withdraw the motion to re- 
consider, Is it within the power of the Senate to 
grant that leave? 

The PRESIDING OFPICER. Clearly it is. 

Mr. DAWSON. Is not the question directly 
upon the motion itself an equivalent proposition, 
and why then change the rule? 

Mr. BADGER. 1 should have no objection to 
taking the question on that. 

Mr. BROWN. We should have a long de- 
| bate upon it. 

Mr. BADGER. I desire simply to say to my 
friend from Georgia, that under the rules of the 
| Senate, a gentleman who makes a motion can at 

any time withdraw it, éxcept in case it isa motion 
to reconsider, which shall not be withdrawn with- 
out leave of the Senate. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
| from North Carolina has clearly a right to make the 
motion. Itis in the power of any Senator to ob- 
ject to granting leave, and in that event the sense 
of the Senate will be taken. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, re- 
sulted—yeas 30, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Bell, Benjamin, Brod- 
head, Cass, Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, 
Douglas, Fessenden, Fish, Root, Geyer, Gillette, Gwin, 
Hamlin, Houston, James, Jones of lowa, Jones of Ten 
| nesses, Norris, Rockwell, Rusk, Sebastian, Stuart, Sumner, 

Thomson of New Jersey, Wade, and Weller—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Bayard. Brown, Butler, Clay, 

Clayton, Dawson, Dixon, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, 
| Johuson, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Slidell, Thompson of Ken- 
tacky, Toombs, and Walker—19. 


| 
| 
| 
is on granting Jeave to withdraw the motion to re- 
1 
| 


So leave was granted to withdraw the motion to 
reconsider; and it was withdrawn. 


Mr. BRIGHT stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Sewarp, who was in favor of the bill. 


WILLIAM P. S. SANGER. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the request of 
the House of Representatives to furnish them 
with a certified copy of the bill for the relief of 
William P. S. Sanger; and it was ordered that 
the request be complied with. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
summed the consideration of the House bill “ to 
grant a homestead of one hundred and sixty acres 
| of the public lands to actual settlers.” 
| Mr. Gwin had moved to amend the first sec- 
tion by striking out ‘*‘ free of cost’’ and inserting 
‘‘at twenty-five cents an acre payable when the pat- 
| ent shall have issued.’’ Mr. Bropueap had 
moved to amend this amerfdment by striking out 
‘*twenty-five,’’and inserting ‘‘fifty.”’ The pending 
question is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator from California 
{Mr. WexxeR} is entitled to the floor; but I have 
suggested to him that I desire to make a motion 
this morning, and I| have his assent to it. 
prefacing it with a few remarks, | shall withdraw 
the sabstitute which | offered yesterday. 

I took occasion yesterday, and, as I thought, 
with perfect respect to the Senator from California, 
to ask him, while discussing the amendment to 
the original bill, to confine himself to that amend- 
ment. It will be recollected that the only thing 
which was done yesterday was the making of a 
motion, by the Senator from California, to strike 








The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


After 


AL GLOBE. — 


out the words ‘* free of cost,’’ and insert ‘* twenty- | 


five cents;’’ and of another motion by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bropaeap,} to amend 
that amendment of the Senator from California, 
by inserting ‘*‘ fifty”’ instead of “* twenty-five,” an 
I think that from that time down to the hour at 
which we adjourned, which was past four o’clock, 
the bic before the Senate was not discussed 
at all. 

I do not rise to complain, but only to submit 
that very much time might be saved, Cand I sub- 
mit it with great respect to Senators,) if we woaid 


| a discussion. 
| the discussion, | should prefer hearing him after | 





1791 
confine ourselves to the question before the Sen- 
ate, in our discussions. The most of our debate 

esterday was in respect to the prenestent which 
 fresinesy and which was not before the Senate 
for discussion. . The original! bill and the amend- 
ments to it alone were in order. 

I find this morning that there is a difference of 
opinion among those whom I know to be friends of 
the bill, in respect to the amendment which | have 
offered; and, sir, willing at all times to consult 
the wishes and the opinions of others, and against 
my own judgment, (| am bound to say, decided- 
ly against my own judgment,) {i shall withdraw 
that proposition forthe present. | only now wish 
to submit that | was somewhat surprised to hear 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. BropHeap,} 
the Senator from California, [Mr. Gwin,} and the 
Senator from Illinois, (Mr. Surecps,} say, with 
so much emphasis and so much conf ‘ence, that 
the proposition which | submitted coucained noth- 
ing like a homestead principle. 

Mr. GWIN. If the Senator will permit me, I 
never said that. I stated that it contained many 
other matters of great importance, and that I 
thought if it did contain the same principle we 
had better take the homestead bill on its owa ba- 
sis. The Senators from IHineis and Pennsylvania 
may have stated what the Senator says. 

Mr. STUART. What is a homestead? It is 
simply a place where a man lives. It is his resi- 
dence; and there is no other known signification 
of the term. What is the object, therefore, of 
a bill granting toa man a homestead? It is to give 
him a place to live on. Upon what terms? Why, 
sir, itis no less a homestead because you charge 
him twenty-five cents an acre for it, than it is if 
you give it to him; and when a Senator rises here, 
and undertakes to tell me, especially with as much 
emphasis as the Senator from Pennsylvania did, 
that it is not a homestead, he has not consulted 
the dictionary, he has not at all considered the 
elements of a homestead. It is, I repeat, merely 
a place where a man resides, and the question of 
the terms upon which you will grant to a man, 
woman, or child, a homestead, is a question 
which belongs, with great propriety, to the Con- 
gress of the United States, 

It may be that the Senator from Pennsylvania 
desires to make some reputation in his own State, 
by being considered the most prominent enem 
of the homestead bill. If he does, 1 do not wi 
to deprive him of a single iota of it. If there is 
any other Senator who wishes to be considered 
the champion par excellence of the homstead prin- 
ciples, neither would | take f¥om him a single 
plume. lam content, Mr. President, (and f beg 
to be excused by the Senate for uttesing it, for I 
dislike to speak of myself,) to proeure at the 
hands of the Congress of the United States the 
best law for the actual settlers upon the public 
land, the best law for the land holding States, 
and the best method, in my judgment, of dispos- 
ing of the whole land question in Congress, which 
Congress in its wisdom is willing to pass. 

| have some peculiar notions of my own; but I 
am only one among a large number of gentlemen 
here, most of theme older, ‘all of them more ex- 
perienced, and doubtless all abler; and, sir, 1 only 
hope, so far as my feeble powers may enable me, 
to do something towards adjusting this land ques- 
tion, upon a principle which would be satisfactory 
generally. 

Now, it was said by the Senator from [lIlinois, 


| (Mr. Suieps,} and J confess to my surprise, that 


he regarded the introduction of this substitute as 
an abandonment of the homestead principle. 

Mr. WELLER. I understood this morning 
from the Senator from Michigan, that his desire 
was to withdraw his substitute, but not to go into 
Jf he is desirous of entering into 


have spoken. 


Mr. STUART. The Senator was not in his 


| seat when I stated that I had his consent to with- 


draw the substitute, and I at the same time stated 
my desire to preface it with a very few remarks. 
Mr. WELLER. The Senator told me nothing 
about going into a debate upon the question. 
Mr. STUART. The very last thing that I 
wish to do, is to extend the debate on this question, 
or on any other question. I have refrained, on 


| every question which has been before the Senate, 


of & prominent character, at this session, from 
discussing it, in order to save time. 1| have done 
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it for that purpose alone; but, sir, [ have seen it 
to be a total failure. I shall, however, pursue that 


course yet, and, at the suggestion of the Sefator 


from California, | shall say no more, but ask to 
withdraw the substitute which I offered. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. With the consent of the 
Senator from California, | beg leave to say a word 
on this subject, as the Senator from Michigan has 
frequently alladed to me. Hg has stated that I 
seid his substitute did not contain the homestead 
principle. That is very certain; and | repeat it. 

The homestead bill, as I understand it, meant 
a free-gift farm, as contradistinguished from the 
graduation principle, or from the doctrine of ceding 


the lands to the States; and I repeat, (but not | 


with a view of making myself parucularly prom- 


inent as the opponent of the homestead bill,) I | 
am in favor of giving cheap homes to poor set- | 


tiers; and if the Senator from Michigan considers 


that a homestead bill, 1 am in favor of it; but, sir, | 


I do not wish to violate a principle for the pur- 
pose of doing it. I wish to have some amount 


paid for these lands, which will approximate to | 
their cost to the Government—which will in some | 


way reimburse it. 


Mr. WELLER being entitled to the floor, ad- | 
dressed the Senate at length in support of a mod- | 


ified bill. 


Mr. BENJAMIN followed in a speech of con- | 
siderable length, on the general policy of the land | 


system. 

Mr. CASS replied, contending that the true 
policy for the Government to pursue was to grant 
the lands to actual settlers without price. 

[See Appendix for these speeches. | 

Mr. CLAY. 


trespassing on the time of the Senate at this late 


hour, by making a speech, but I cannot permit the | 


remark of the honorable Senator from Michigan, 


in regard to what fell from me some days since, to | 
1 know that hedid not design to || 
do me injustice, yet the extent and import which | 
he gave to the word ‘‘demagogue,’’ as used by | 
me, was far beyond the sense in which it was in- | 


pass unnoticed, 


teded or used, of which I am well satisfied he 
would be persuaded upon perusing thespeech which 
I delivered on that day. 


sol repeat. Now, sir, I say in all candor and 


frankness, if I cquid persuade myself that this was | 
a constitutional measure, standipg here, as [ do, | 
as the representative of one of the new States—a | 
State in which nearly half of all the lands are still | 
public and unappropriated—and if I could recon- | 
cile to my conscience a measure fraught with such | 
injustice, as I regard this is, to the old States, as | 
was 30 eloquently and forcibly portrayed by | 
my friend from Louisiana, then my regard for | 
own State would prompt me | 
it is because other gentlemen, | 
occupying the position of representatives of States | 


the interests of m 
to support it; an 


upon this floor, do pot regard it as unconstitu- 
tional, and | presume do not regard it as unjust to 


the States, that they support itin good faith, and [ | 


believe, without rendering themselves obnoxious 
to the charge of demagogism. But, sir, what I 
understand by a demagogue is one who endeav- 
ors to lead the people, not for their good, but for 


his own eee I used the word in that | 
And in- | 


sense, and Ido not wish to withdraw it. 
deed, as my honorable friend has alluded to the 
policy of other countries in respect to the dispo- 
sition of the public lands, I must be permitted to 
say that I do not think history records the names 
of greater demagogues than those who have been 
prodigal of the public funds in order to insure 
their own elevation. 
the Athenian people less by reason than by the 
rofusion of the public treasures, and the Gracchi 
who led the Roman people by the distribution of 
rain from the public graneries, and by the ‘divis- 
ion of the lands were as great demagogues @s any 
who support similar measures in this country. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Barénar.) 
The question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bropneap,] to strike 
**twenty-five” out of the amendment of the Sen- 


ator from California, [Mr. Gwiy,) 
“fifty. 


I do not rise for the purpose of | 


did not, by any means, | 
intend to impeach the motivea or impugn the con- | 
duct of the supporters of the homestead bill on | 
this floor; but I stated that, by pursuing the course | 
of opposition to the measure which | did, I should | 
incur the assaults of demagogues at home; and | 


I think Pericles, who ruled || 


and insert 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


——F 


Mr. PETTIT called for the yeas and nays; and 
|| they were ordered. 
Mr. CLAY. 
' but | desire to say, at the same time, that I con- 
cur in every sentiment and word which was ut- 
tered upon it by my friend from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Apams.] 
to cffer another amendment, which will graduate 
the price of the homestead in a proper proportion 
to the graduated price of the public lands, forl do 
not abandon the hope. that we shall, ere the close 
of this session, adopt a graduation bill. 


Mr. GWIN. 


I think twenty-five cents will be a sufficient price, 
taking into consideration the five years’ residence, 
and | wish, Mr. President, to make this state- 
ment to the Senate, and to the friends of the 
homestead bill. That proposition comes from an 
opponent of the bill; and his supporters, among 


whom is the Senator from Alabama, are also its | 


enemies. Their amendments are intended to de 
stroy the bill. 
stand by the proposition which I have offered, 


and vote down the amendment of the Senator | 


from Pennsylvania. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Badger, Bayard, 


Pratt, Rockwell, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, and 
‘Toucey—25. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bell, Bright, Brown, | 
| Cass, Chase, Dixon, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, | 
| Donglas, Fish, Geyer, Gilleue, Gwin, Jones of Lowa, Jones | 


of Tennessee, Pettit, Sebastian, Shields, Slidell, Stuart, 


Weller—27. 
So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 


Mr. WELLER. 
** fifty’ instead of *‘twenty five.”’ 1 now move 
to strike out ‘* twenty-five’? and insert ‘‘fifty,”’ 


years the settler will be compelled io pay fifty 
cents upon every acre that he does not reduce to 
| cultivation, 
Mr. GWIN. If my colleague will reduce his 
amendment to writing, | may accept it, 
Mr. WELLER. ‘The Secretary can read it. 
The amendment was 
Gwin’s amendment ‘ twenty-five cents peracre,”’ 
and insert: 


cultivation.” 


Mr. PETTIT. I hope that will not be agreed 
to. I can see, in the future, thousands of difficul- 
ties which will arise out of it. ‘There will be no 
end to the surveying of each tract of land, to 


not, been reduced to cultivation. 


| to keep up a record of this matter. 
there is nothing practical in the proposition. 
Mr. WELLER. I had not supposed that any 
‘| western man would be troubled in determining 
| what ** cultivation” meant. 
| which can be very easily attended to atthe Land 
| Office. My simple proposition is, that if at the 
end of five years the settler shall have reduced say 
sixty acres to cultivation, he shall only be com- 
| pelled to pay fifty cents per acre upon that which 
|| be has not cultivated—fifty dollars, of course, 
|| for one hundred and sixty acres of land. I appre- 
| prehend there would be no difficulty in determ- 
‘ining it. It would require, of course, satisfactory 
proof at the Land Office that the settler had reduced 
a certain amounvto cultivation. Upon what he 
had reduced to cultivation he would havenoth- 
|| ing to pay. My object is to induce the settler to 
|| cultivate as much of the land as possible; and 
| therefore, 1 hope the amendment will be agreed to. 
| Mr. PRATT called for the yeas and nays on 
| the amendment to the amendment; and they were 
ordered, and taken with the following result: 
YEAS—Messrs. Benjamin, Brodhead, Butler, Clay, 
—- Rusk, ‘Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, and Wel- 
| fv. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bayard, Bell, Bright, 
Brown, Cass, Chase, Clayton, Dawson, Dixon Dodge of 
Wiscousin, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, Evans, Fessenden, 





| shall vote for that amendment, | 


I have, and intend at the proper time, | 


I shall vote against the amend- | 
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania, because 


I hope, therefore, its friends. will | 


Benjamin, | 
Brodhead, Butler, Clay, Clayton, Dawson, Evans, Foot, | 
Hamlin, Housion, Hunter, Mallory, Mason, Norris, Pearce, 


Sumner, Thomson of New Jersey, Wade, Walker, and | 


I understand the amendment | 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania was to insert | 


together with the provision that at the end of five | 
years the settler shall be entitled to the reduction | 
of fifty cents upon every acre in cultivation. The | 
effect of it will be simply, that at the end of five | 


to strike out of Mr. | 


“« Fifty cents per acre, payablein five years, to be returned 
for every acre which may, Within that time, be reduced to || 


know how many acres have, and how many have | 
There will be | 
no end to the increase of clerks in the Land Office 

It seems to me | 


1 think it is a matter i} 


y 19, 


‘ > te 

| Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Geyer, Gillette, tie a 
| Houston, Hunter, James, Jones of Lowa, Jones re 
= ee Pearce, Pettit, Pratt, Rockwell) a 1th 
ields, Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, Tho . Jan, 

|| Wade, and Waiker—41. pS homson OC New Jersey 


|| So it was rejected. 


Mr. WELLER. 
| journ, 
Mr. BROWN. 
_ upon that motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and bg 


| taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 25; as follow 

| YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayar a“ 

| min, Butler, Clay, Clayton, Dawson, Dizon Ey ben 
Fitzpatrick, Foot, Gillette, Hunter, Mallory, Mason em 
Pearce, Pratt, Rockwell, Sebastian, Thomson of Ne 

| sey, Toombs, Toucey, and Weller—27. Wide. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bright, Brodhead Br 
Cass, Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of lows, p, 
las, Fessenden, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Houston leas 
lowa, Jones of Tennesseé, Pettit, Rusk, Shields ue 
Stuart, Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, and Watker—9s 


And the Senate adjourned. 


I move that the Senate ad 
T ask for the yeas and nays 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVEs. 
W epnespar, July 19, 1854. 


The House met at eleven o’clock, a. m, 
_by Rev. Henry Sticer. 
| The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN BOSTON, ney 
YORK, AND PHILADELPHIA, 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. The Com. 
mittee on the Judiciary has had referred tp , 
Senate bill (No. 38) ** to provide for the accommo 
dation of the courts of the United States in the 
district of Massachusetts.’’ The committee hay 
also had under consideration the condition of the 
courts in Philadelphia and New York. | would 
state to the House that the courts in the cities of 
Boston, New York, and Philadelphia are actually 
| turned out of doors, and that there are no means 
| by which the Government can provide for proper 

conveniences for them. “The bill has passed the 
Senate on this subject, and I now desire the unan- 
imous consent of the House to report it back, 
| with amendments, in order that it may now be 
acted on. 
| There was no objection, and Mr. Srawtoy, 
| from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
| back the bill with amendments, and the recom 
| mendation that it do pass. 
The committee’s amendments were read and 
agreed to, as follows: 
After the word “‘ necessary”? strike out the words“ and 
permanent.’? 
| After the word ‘‘ Massachusetts” insert the words “ and 
| in the cities of New York and Philadelphia.” 

Strike out the last part of the bill, which readsas follows: 
‘* For aterm of not less than ten years, or by purchase; pro- 
| vided that no purchase shall take piace except within the 
| limits of an appropriation to be made by Congress,” and in 
| lieu thereof insert * until permanent accommodations ca 

be provided as hereinafter proposed,” so that the section 

will read, when ainended, thus: r 
| Be it enavted by the Senate and House of Representation 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
autuorized and empowered to provide necessary accomm 
dations for the courts of the United States, and the officer 
connected with them, in the distriet of Massachusetts, and 
in the cities of New York and Philadelphia, by fitting upant 
leasing the same until permanent accommodatious cand 
| procured as hereinafter proposed. 

Add, as an additional section, the following: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the President le 
authorized to procure, by purchase or otherwise, suitable 
| sites for buildings to be used as court houses and post 
| ces, in the cities of Boston, New York, and Philadelptis, 
| and that he prepare and submit to Congress, at as edly & 
| day as practicable, plans and estimates for the same. 
| Mr. STANTON. I will state, in a few words, 
] that the bill, as it came from the Senate, author 
_ ized the Secretary of the Interior to make prev 
ion for permanent accommodations by & lease 
| not less than ten years. The Committee on the 
Judiciary propose to authorize the Secretary ® 
make temporary arrangements for the accomm 
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dation of these courts, and then, by a second st 
tion, directs’ the President:to procure sues ™ 
buildings either by purchase,or otherwise. — 
mode of expression was adopted because !t 

| been intimated to the committee that the city 

| New York would give to the Government of 

| United States a site fora court-house an 
office in one of the public squares. That m#) 

or may not, bé so, and hence the words * by pet 
chase, or otherwise,”? are used. The commit 

thought that as the necessity for these 





